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Tue Queen’s Speech contains only one passage of an 

interest to lawyers. Her Majesty comman 
- the commissioners to inform Parliament “ that measures 
| for the improvement of the law will be laid before ” it, 
_ and that “ among them will be a Bill for rendering the 
' title to land more simple, and its transfer more easy.” No 
- hint is given about the — of the pro mea- 
'sure—as to whether it is to be a fac simile of one of 
| the registration Bills of former Sessions, or is to pro- 
| ceed upon the principle of facilitating the transfer of 

land, not hy iabecsering with the safety and disposi 

" powers of land-owners, but by simplifying the law ‘ot 
‘teal property. Lord Derby, in ma seem upon -the 
address in the House of Lords, expr his hope that 
the Government, in dealing with the question of land 
3 , would not leave out of sight Sir Hugh Cairns’ 
Bill of 1859 on this subject. That Bill, however, al- 
‘though introduced with a speech of captivating bril- 

liancy, which charmed the landed gentry, was hardl 

4 ing else than an attempt to Games the Iris 
_ Landed . tes Court inte 9 country, tegeias with 
a system of registration of title as opposed to the regis- 
| tration of deeds, but guarded re a pea 
caveats. The present Lord Chancellor, then a member 
_ of the House of Commons, expressed his warm approval 
of this measure, and, therefore, it is not unlikely that 
the scheme of the present Government will coast that 
| of their predecessors. We shall anxiously watch its 
appearance, and spare no pains or labour to inform onr 
_ readers of its general bearings, as they may affect the 
rofession and the public—which in 

ieve to be identical. 


_ Tux Committee of the Mercantile Law Amendment 
Society have just issued their annual report. It re- 
views the alterations effected in the Bankruptcy Laws 

-under the Act of last Session, and points out the 
further amendments in those laws which the committee 
will seek to obtain. The consolidation of the whole 

_ law of bsvrrgh en and insolvency in one statute, the 

_ appointment of a chief judge to preside over the court 
—advocated principally upon the ground of the im- 

| perative necessity of an economical appellate tribunal, 

_—and the administration of the estates of deceased in- 

' solvent debtors in the Court of Bankruptcy, instead of, 
as now, in the Court of Chancery, are considered by the 

- committee as indispensably n They also allege 

_ that the arrangement under the Act of last year, givi 

the collection of book debts under £10 to the offici 

| assignee, has been productive of inconvenience and con- 

"fusion, and t that, where a creditors’ assignee is 

" appointed to collect debts above that amount, he should 
: have the collection of those below it; and that 
when a bankrupt presents a petition for adjudication 

inst himself he should file with such petition a 
schedule of his debts and estate, as was formerly done 
by insolvent debtors under the Protection Act, instead 

of a lapse of more than two months taking place, as is 

"now the case, between the filing of the petition and 

“tehedule. They also call attention to the inconvenient 

» form in which the Gazette of bankrupts is arranged, by 

the indiscriminate mixture of all classes of society in 
the same Gazette, and they recommend that all trader 

' bankrupts should appear in one list, and non-trader 

| bankrupts in another, both lists being arranged in 

_ alphabetical order. ‘The principal portion of the report 

| is, however, devoted to an ae of 4 a of 

_ partnership, especially as regards the unlimited liabilit 

_ pf partners, which the committee strongly sovaieal 
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should be altered, under certain conditions. They 
allude to the hardship arising from want of an inex- 
pensive mode of arranging partnership differences, 
which can now only be done—except by consent—in a 
court of equity, and they announce their intention to 
frame a Bill dealing with both the questions. 


Tue Vice-Chancellor Kindersley sat several days 
this week to hear adjourned summonses. These sittings 
were the occasion of much inconvenience to solicitors 
and members of the Bar who had left town for the 
recess, relying upon the printed list of reer. after 
prene 3 Term, in which it was intimated that the first 
day of the sittings of the Court would be on the 7th 
instant. We understand that there was no further in- 
timation of these sittings than a notice exhibited at the 
Registrars’ Office, which, of course, was not likely to be 
seen by any who did not happen to have business at the 
office during the week. 


Ir is announced that Mr. Claydon, a barrister, who 
has for some time past practised in the county court 
and petty sessions’ courts in the town of Wolverhamp- 
ton and the district, has been disbarred in the ee few 
days by the benchers of Lincoln’s-inn. It is said that he 
has not feng omg taken cases without the customary 
instructions from attorneys, and complaints have been 
made of this practice to the judge of the county court. 
During the hearing of an insolvency petition in the 
Wolverhampton County Court last July, Mr. Claydon 
publicly announced that he should continue the practice 
unless it could be shown that he was acting wrongly. 
The judge (Mr. A. M. Skinner, Q.C.) said that, as a 
bencher of Lincoln’s-inn, he could not but take cogni- 
zance of the challenge, and at once drew up a statement 
of the case, which, if we mistake not, he submitted to 
Mr. Claydon. This statement having been forwarded 
to the benchers, they have, after h evidence, de- 
cided in a manner that, it is announ will prevent 
Mr. Claydon from continuing to practise the profession 
of a barrister. We understand that Mr. Claydon has 
expressed his resolve to appeal against the decision of 
the benchers. 


Mr. Danny Seymour has made a fierce assault upon 
the Ecclesiastical Court in a recent letter to the Times. 
He says that nineteen out of every twenty of the ju 
of these courts are incompetent to perform their duties, 
He stigmatises the proceedings as ‘‘ cumbrous, dilatory, 
and expensive.” He states that the fees levied in 
registries amount to £49,215 per annum in England and 
Wales alone—that someare against the statute law, some 
contrary to the canons of the Church—and that nearly 
the whole are grossly misapplied. The fees on marriage 
licenses produce nearly £30,000, and this is a direct tax 
upon the laity, who have, therefore, aright to inquire into 
their application, and Mr. Seymour insists that this tax, 
which is the main i ger of the Ecclesiastical Courts, 
ought to be abolished, unless the bishops consent to a 
sound measure of reform. He further alleges that in 
some courts there are no tables of fees, and that in one 
of them the fees have been doubled by mere act of 
Court, “because the judge — they were too 
small.” Under these circumstances he proposes that— 

1, The Ecclesiastical Courts and Registries in England and 
Ireland, with their respective judges and officers, shall, during 
their lives, remain as at present constituted. 

2. General rules and orders regulating the procedure and 
fees of such courts and registries shall be framed, to take effect 
in each diocess, and to be binding upon all future judges and 
officers. 

3. A Queen’s judge shall be appointed for England, and, if 
it be deemed expedient, another for Ireland, to hear ecclesias- 
tical causes and matters. 

4. If the proposed new judge, in England, shall have any 
surplus time on his hands, it might be stipulated that he should 
act as assistant-judge in the Divorce Court (especially as the 
judge in that. court, is occupied two eo every week jn con- 
sidering and hearing mere motions), and should perform such 
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other duties as the Lord Chancellor may from time to time { pointed Solicitor to the Admiralty in the place of Mr, 
diréct him to discharge, William Frogatt Robson, deceased. 


5. The proposed judge in Irelavd shall be made assistant- 
judge to the Probate Court, and preside in the absence of the 
judge. 

é The fout archbishops shall be empowered, if they deem 
fit, to send by letters of request all suits of their own, or those 
sent to them from inferior courts, to be heard before such 
judges in tiie most convenient localities. - 

7. The laity in England shall have, under certain restric- 
tions, the same rights of instituting suits against clerics as the 
laity in Ireland; and the proposed Queen's judges shall have 
authority to hear and determine such suits, when sent to them 
by letters of request from an archbishop, : 

8. The Judicial Committee of the pia’ Council, with a 
mixtare of English and Irish prelates, shall be the only ulti- 
mate appellate tribunal for ecclesiastical causes and matters in 
England and Ireland. 

9, The appeal to the Court of Delegates in Fréland in eccle- 
sidstical catises and matters, the appéal to thé Privy Council 
as now existing in Duplex querela, and #ppeals to thé House of 
Lords in Quare impedit, shall be abolished. 


Mr. Seymour also strongly urges the consolidation of 
the ecclésiastieal statutes and the abolition of the pre- 
sent ecclesiastical commission. 


Unpue the mining laws of British Columbia, which 
are well adapted to the country, the miners have the 
power to regulate their own mining irs, such as 
séttling the size of claims, which must vary in different 
localities, &c., with the assent and assistance of the Gold 
Commissioner in each district, and subject to the ap- 

foval of the Governor. The provisions of the mining 
aws are very seldom, if ever, complied with in all re- 
spects; but still the mining operations are conducted 
with exemplary Propriety, and no body of men, upon 
the whole, could conduct themselves more ably 
than do the miners of British Columbia. All disputes 
aré stibmitted to the Commissioner, and if his decision 
is Hot dequiesced in, an appeal is taken to the judge of 
thie erm Court of Civil Justice (the only one in 
tlie whole colony) who goes circuit to all the inhabited 

arts of thé country. The absence of crime generally 
in British Columbia is fiotewotthy. The fact is as re- 
markable, considering the heterogeneous nature of the 
population, as it is gratifying. It speaks well for the 
miners, and for the magistrates also, who are a very effi- 
cient and respectable body, all young men in the prime 
of life; and from his character it may be asserted that 
the moral effect of the free intercourse of the judge (Mr. 
Justice Begbie, who formerly practised at the equity 
bar in this country) with all classes, of his disinte- 
rested counsel when appealed to extra-judicially—as he 
frequently is, to settle disputes—and of his urbanity, is 
vety beneficial. The exercise of his good nature pre- 
vents litigation, and the fearlessness with which he 
punishes crime, prevents the commission of heinous 
offences. 


Mz. Samvex Huxx, head of the Rule Department, and 
one of the officers of the Court of Queen’s Bench, has 
resigned his office. Mr. Hill has served in the Rule 
Department for nearly fifty years, and during the last 
twenty-five years has acted as one of the officers of the 
Couirt of Queen’s Bench. His retirement is deeply 
regretted by both branches of the profession ; and we 
ate informed that the leading members of the Common 
Law Bar have enteréd into a subscription for the prr- 
pose of presenting Mr. Hill with a substantial token of 
their esteem. 


Tae Juridical Society will hold its next meeting on 
Monday next, at. 8 p.m., when Mr. G, Sweet will read 
a paper on “‘ The expediency of digesting the precedents 
of the common law and regulating the publication of 
reports.” 


Mr. Caartes Frxtcnen Sxirrow, of the firm of 
Messrs. Gregory, Skirrow, & Rowcliffes, has been ap- 





Tue Recordership of Wallingford has become vacant 
by the death of the late recorder, T. T. Rigby, Esq. 


Mr. James Epwaxn Goppakp Brabrorn, of Swindon, 
Wilts, has been appointed a Perpetual commissioner 
for taking the acknowledgments of deeds by married 
women, for the county of Wilts. 


Mx. Joun Watson, of Nottingham, has been ap~ 
pointed a Perpetual commissioner for 


acknowledgment of deeds by married wortien, for thd 
Notting’ 


town of Nottingham, and the county of Notts. 


La 
vw 


ARTISTIC COPYRIGHT. 


The law of artistic copyright is in # condition which 
gives getieral dissatisfaction, and as the Bill which was 

resented to Parliament last year is not unlikely to be 
brought forward again this session, it is desirable ti 
consider its provisions in relation to existing law. It ig 
not long since it was definitively settled-—after many 
conflicting decisions—that there is no copyright at coti« 
mon law in works of art. T are several statutes, 
however, which deal with the subject;* but Z 
are confined to ngs and ptures, and havé 
the fault not only of exeltiding many works of aft, 
but also of proceeditig upon a principle which somes 
times has the effect of working practical injustice. 
The copyright in any work of art within the pro- 
visions of t statutes belongs to the artist unless hé 
has done the wotk upon a commission, afd ther 
it belongs to the person for whom the work was 
undertaken. It has long been objected by artists that 


it is unjust thus to confer a copyright upon the pur- 
chase of their works porter ater bn any conteath fit 
the purchase of bana tin them: On the othet 
hand, many of those who give commissions to ore: 
and engravers object to atty measure which would invest 
them with a copyright in these commissioned works. We 
have already mentioned that the existing statutes ieiate 
only to engravings and sculptures. Painters are witho 
rotection as to the copyright in their pictures, The 
ill of last session proposed to give to the author for. 
his life, and thirty years after his death, a copyright in 
pictures and works of sculpture and engravings made, 
or for the first time disposed of, after the passing of the 
Bill. The only condition of copyright was that the 
name or monogram of the author should be legibly 
placed upon some conspicuous part of the work. Some 
persons, however, advocate a system of registration in 
connection with copyright in such works—similar to 
that now in force under the Registration of ae Act. 
We must expect for some time to come that in ok 





attempted amendment of any important branch of our 
law daetbody will {iruboes the universal panacea o 
registration. It has been strongly ur in con- 
nection with pro amendments in the law of 
trade marks, the transfer of land, and many othét 
bratiches of law besides; but we have from time to 
time so fully discussed the merits of this nostrum that 
we shall only now say that in reference to thé 
present subject we are unable to see any good that 
could possi Aye effected by establishing an office for 
the tion of works of fine art or their desigis, 
In this respect, therefore, we prefér the provision con- 
tained in the Bill of last session for the identification 
of works of art. We have also seen that the Bill pro- 
to invest the artist with the copyright of all 

is works, whether executed upon commission or 

not. It has been suggested that it would be at 
once more convenient and just that the copyright 
should become the property of the purchaser—leaving 





* See 4 Sol, J, 321, 
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it open of course to the parties to make any arrange- 
ment they please by # spécial contract. In answer 
to this suggestion, it inay be observed that wherever 
an Act of Parliament may place the copyright— 
whether in the artist or the putchaser—it is 
equally open to them to deal with it by contracting 
for its transfer from one to another. e only real 
desideratum is that the right should be based upon a 
true principle and be ititelligible to common sense. It 
ig agreed on all hands that what alone ought to be pro- 
~ tected in. any work of art is its design. The question 
is, whether the property not only in the work of art 
but in its design should, without any express agreemetit 
as to the latter; pass toa purchaser? Artists, of course; 
would answer in the tiegative. They contend that when 
agree for the sale of the work they do hot neces- 
sarily givé up all claiti to make further tise of its de- 
sgt and that it would be hard to treat them a8 guilty 
ifaey iti such 4 case if they embodied the design 
more oF 1é9s in @ stibsequent work ; and we e with 
them in this contention. Purchasers, no doubt, regret 
to find the value of their purchases reduced by such 
repetition. But it is natural to most authors, whether 
of works of the intellect or the imagination, to repeat 
themselves to some extetit—and there is no reason why 
a purchaser of a work of art should be relieved from 
atever stipulations in this respect they may think their 
interests he After all, the question is to be deter- 
mified by considerations of convenience, and thesé appear 
greatly to preponderate in favour of the artists. Upon 
the whole, therefore, we are in favour of the provisions 
of the bill of last session which has the merit of ex- 
tending protection to painters, of abolishing the present 
embarrassing distinction between works whieh have 
been executed upon commission and those whieh have 
not; and of eschewing the establishment of a new re- 
gistration office which would be both at once entirely 
useless and very costly. 


+? 


ON THE LAW OF TRADE MARKS. 
No. XII. 
(By Epwarp Lorn, Esq., Barrister-at-law.) 
Or Costs. 

_T have, in concluding this series of papers, which I 
fear may have extended to a length which will seent to 
many to be scarcely warranted by the subject of which 
they treat, to say a few words only on the question of 
costs: 

The general rule of the court that costs in a suit shall 
follow the result, atid those modifications of that rule 
which will, under special circumstaiices, be adopted, are 
fully laid down by Lord Cottenham in Millington v. Fox, 
3 My. & Cr. 338: The expediency of the general rule 
in these cases, as in many others, arises from the con- 
sideration that, however doubtful the title may be, or 
1dwever proper it may be to dispute it, it is but fair that 
the party who has the right should be reimbursed, as far 
as giving him the costs of the suit can reimburse hit. 
But there is another object which the Court keeps ¢on- 
stantly in view, and which tends to modify the appli- 
cation of this pririciple—namely, to repress unnes 
litigation, and to keep litigation within those bounds 
Which aré essential to enable the parties to vindicate 
and establish their rights, ‘The case before us affords a 
illustration of what are considered by the Court 
sufficient grounds for admitting this modifying principle. 
The circumstances which were material as affecting the 
question of costs were the following. It appeared that 
an agent of the plaintiffs’ had, on the 28th of July, 
applied to one of the defendants to ascertain whether 
his firm had been in the habit of using the plaintiffs’ 
trade-mark, and to know what their intention in future 
was; and had received an evasive answer, or one, at all 
events, which would justify the plaintiffs in filing their 


‘bill. 





But on the 2nd of August the di ; 
the plaintitis to disclaim any intention of frau ee 
them, stating at the same time that they had given up 
the use of the mark, and offeriig to refer the 
of compensation for any loss which might have beg 
occasioned to the plaintiffs’ trade, to arbitration. By 
some accident, however, this letter did not reach 
plaintiff till the 9th of August, two days et : bili 
had been filed and the very day upon which t , 
tion ex parte was applied for and obtained, Now, 
was clear that on receiving this letter the plaintiffs 
got a promise of everything which they were enti 
and they ought to have been content with this. 
of that, they prosecuted the suit toa ita 
11 " 


oa 
sake of the account prayed for by the bil gh whee. en 







the eause came on, their counsel was obl al 
that part of the prayer. Thus, the whole of the 
tiffs yee e siibsequently to the receipt of th 
one 2nd of uigti d been peeniens Ane x 
and 6n this ground the Court, wh e granting ¢ B 
injunction, thought that in refusing the plai 


costs of the cause it was only doing what was " thin i 
discretion for the purpose of repressing doalcah tiga- 


tion. 
So also, where any part of the plaintiff's praceedites 
are, in the opinion of the Court, unnecessary, as: 
Pierce v. Franks, 10 Jur. 25, where the bill. contain 
an allegation to the effect that certai ks 
the defendant were private marks df the 
it appédred that these were generally 
as marks of quality. It was itideed content 
whole siiit Was vexatious, on fhe avon t 
tiff, before filing his bill, ought to have applied to 
deferidant to obtain the recognition of his right in 
ainicable inanner. But it was. held that jhe plai 
was entitled to found and establish his right by a sui 
the general costs of which were allowed him, éa 
such extra costs, if any, is fia have been occasion 
A insertion of tlie allegation which was not. true, 
ere Would seem to be some conflict of opine, e 
cotiparing these two decisions, for it is el : 
foritier, that in Lord Cottefiham’s opinion, i 
tiffs int that case hiad received the etter from 
Fox before the filing of their bill, théte Would 
been ho necessity for a suit at all, and it is to 
stimed costs would have been refused... The Vice- 
cellor, on the other hand, considered that a plaintiff was 
eittitled to his suit and to the protection a orded an 
injunction, irrespectively of any concession which might 
have been made by a defendant. It seems, from this 
and other cases, a fair conclusion to draw, oN the pl = 
tiff is in all cases entitled to the costs of his injunetion 
in the first instance, and that if upon that the d 
submits and agrees to pay all costs up to thet time, the 
laintiff then has obtained all he can desire, and will | 
iable himself to the costs of any subsequent proceed» 
ings. On the other hand, if the defendant refuses any 
of those terms to which the plaintiff is entitled, the cause 
may fairly be brought, to. a hearing, and the plaintiff 
will have his costs. ‘Thus in Burgess v. Hill, 26 Beav. 
244, although the defendant Was ignorant of the plain- 
tiffs’ rights up td the titie of service of the bill, and 
m receiving that notice he at once removed the 
labels, the use of which was complained of, and gave 
an undertaking not to sell any more of the bottles so 
labelled, yet upon being served with the injunction an 
applying to the plaintiffs to stay procendings he 
% a re to ghee wee ys en - rst, that he 
shou £50, the estimated costs of the gg ong 2: 
and pe aa that he should pay taxed costs. In t 
end, the plaintiffs not being able to arrange any ae 
gave notice of motion for a decree. It was held b 
Master of the Rolls that the plaintiffs were entitled to 
apply for and obtain their injunction, and to the costs 
of all proceedings up to that point, that the oe 
by refusing to pay those costs, had placed them in stic 
















ie 


| g position that they had no other course open, but to 
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bring the matter to a hearing, and that consequently the 
costs of all the proceedings must be paid by him. So 
also in Burgess v. Hately, 26 Beav. 249, where the cir- 
cumstances were very similar to those in the preceding 
case, the Master of the Rolls thought that the plaintiffs 
were justified in filing a bill for an injunction without 
any previous application to the defendant; and his 
Honour considered that the proper course for him to 
have taken would have been to owledge the plain- 
tiffs’ rights, and offer to pay all reasonable costs. But 
as he did not do this, and drove them to bring the 
matter to a hearing on the sole question of costs, he, as 
he had by this course greatly increased the expenses on 
either side, and refused to give way in a matter in which 
he had no right to resist, he was adjudged to pay all 
the costs of the suit. The same course was followed in 
The Collins Co. v. Walker, 7 W. R. 222, where no 
interlocutory injunction had been applied for, but the 
cause came to a hearing solely on the question of costs 
which the defendant had refused to pay. The Vice- 
Chancellor held that he ought, as soon as he discovered 
his error, to have offered not only what he did offer,— 
to give up the use of the mark—but to pay the trifling 
costs incurrred up to that time ; but as he had not done 
so, he would now have to pay all the costs. 

When the plaintiff has been sent to a court of law to 
establish his title, and has succeeded, costs of all the 
proceedings will be given him on the cause coming on 
for further consideration, Farina v. Silverlock, 4 K. & J. 
650. The case of Rodgers v. Nowill, 6 Hare, 325, 
follows the same general rule, Cone there is in it one 
peculiarity which deserves notice. The plaintiffs made 
no interlocutory application, but went into evidence 
and examined witnesses to prove the allegations of their 
bill. The Court now considered that this course of 
proceeding was unjustifiable; that they ought to have 
applied for leave to try the question of partnership 
which was in issue, and that it might have dismissed the 
bill on that ground, and on the ground of the hardship 
inflicted on a tradesman who is called upon to account 
for what he has been doing for three or four years 
during the progress of a suit, and who is subjected to the 
a of going into evidence, when it is certain after 
all that the case must be tried at law. Eventually the 
plaintiffs succeeded in their action at law, and <:- 
cordingly a decree was finally made in their fa vour 
with all the costs, oe those of taking the evidence 
in equity ; which, as I have shown, the Court held to 
be unnecessary. The common practice, and approved of 
in this case, is to apply for an injunction ex parte, and it 
is s ted that by this course the plaintiff having got 
the right to try his action at law should not hesitate to 
do so at once, unless the title to the use of the trade- 
mark is so clear as to be absolutely indisputable 
eo case in which the defendant does not at once 
submit. 


> 
oe 


The Courts. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 


(Sittings at Nisi Prius, before Mr. Justice BLACKBURN and 
Special Juries). 

Feb. 6.—Allen v. Clark, Executriz—This was an action 
brought by the plaintiff, one of the ushers of the Court of Ex- 
chequer at Guildhall and the Old Bailey, against the executrix 
of the late Mr. Clark, who was the clerk of arraigns at the Old 
Bailey, and also a practising attorney, to recover compensation 
in damages for alleged negligence on the part of the deceased 
in effecting the purchase for the plaintiff of a house situated at 
Dalston. The case arose cut of the late Hughes frauds, so 
well known to the profession. 

A verdict was ultimately agieed to for the plaintiff, damages 
£410, subject to the opinion of the Court above on a special 
case. 








—-— 





COURT OF EXCHEQUER, 
(Sittings in Banco, before the Lorp CureFr Baron, and Barons 
Martin, CHANNELL, and WILDE.) 

Jan: 31.—In. the matter of Kinder—Mr. D. D. Keane 
showed cause against a rule on behalf of Mr, Kinder, an attorney 
of this Court, calling upon him to show cause why he should 
not pay the costs of an action of ejectment, brought against 
Mr. Goodman, the applicant. It appeared that Mr. Goodman 
was the yearly tenant of certain lands in Mile-end, hold 
under a Mrs. Young. The grounds on which the rule 
been obtained were that on an action of ejectment bein 
brought against the lessee, the attorney applied against 
without the authority of the applicant included him as defen- 
dant. in the action, whereby he was saddled with the costs 
amounting to £48 5s. 8d., for which execution had issued and 
which he had been. compelled to pay. The learned counsel 
said he had the affidavit of Mr. Kinder that he had acted on 
the instruction of Mrs. Young’s son, who had told him he had 
Mr. Goodman's authority to empower him to act as attorney, and 
also the affidavit of Young, who swore he had such authority 
from Goodman, who was too ill to give Mr. Kinder instructions. 
He apprehended under these circumstances the applicant’s 
pels was by action, and not by an application to this Court 
to compel him to pay the costs. 

Mr. Lush, in support of the rule, said that Mr. Kinder was 
bound to have told his client, Mr. Goodman, that as he was a 
yearly tenant he was not bound to go in and defend the action, 
as his lessee would have to do so. He thought the Court 
would follow the course adopted by the Court of Queen’s Bench, 
which had referred a similar case to the Master to ascertain 
the facts. 

Mr. Keane.—My client, my lord, prefers an issye. 

Mr. Baron MaRtin.—It will be more expensive. 

Mr. Keane.—Still, my lord, he prefers it. 

The Lory Curer Baron.—Allow me to ask you, Mr. 
Keane, which would be the more favourable tribunal, the 
Master or a jury ? Ido not think I ought to express myself 
more explicitly, but I should in your case, regarding the con- 
siderata consideranda, prefer the Master. 

Mr. Keane.—I so appreciate your lordship’s suggestion that 
I will on the part of my client adopt it and go to the Master. 

Mr. Lush.—I am quite ready to go to the Master. We only 
want the truth to be elicited. 

The matter was accordingly referred to the Master. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY, 
(Before Mr, Commissioner Hotroyp.) 

Jan, 30.—In re Dell.—This bankrupt had traded in South- 
wark-bridge-road as a boot maker. A few days since he ap- 
plied, under the 160th section of the new Act, for an order of 
discharge. 

Mr. Albert Turner (Sole, Turner, & Turner), for the 
assignees, and Mr. C. E, Lewis (Harrison & Lewis) for the 
bankrupt. 

The CoMMISSIONER now gave judgment.—The certificate 
of the bankrupt was refused in 1857 by Mr. Commissioner 
Evans. An appeal was presented, but the decision of the 
commissioner was confirmed. Three years having elapsed 
since the refusal of the certificate, the bankrupt applied under 
the new Act for an order of discharge. The charges baa 
the bankrupt were of a serious nature under the Bankrupt 
Law Consolidation Act, more particularly in reference to the 
false evidence given by the bankrupt as to a removal of pro- 
perty. He (the commissioner) had spoken to Mr. Commissioner 
Evans upon the matter, and he concurred in the judgment now 
given. The Court did not think it right to ordera prosecution 
for perjury, and the case was reduced to this, that under the 
160th section the Court must consider what charges against the 


‘bankrupt came within the 159th section of the new Act. The 


charges urged were two: first, that the bankrupt had, with 
intent to conceal the true state of his affairs, omitted to keep 
proper books of account, and that he had incurred debts 
without any reasonable probability of being able to pay them. 
Judging from the examinations, and particularly from the 
examination of the bankrupt himself, those charges would 
appear to be sustained; and the question was whether the Court 
would refuse the order of discharge upon either or both of 
those grounds. Under the circumstances, he did not think the 
order of discharge should be refused; then the question was 
whether the punishment which the bankrupt had endured had 
been sufficient, supposing this was an original hearing for an 
order of discharge. It seemed that the bankrupt had been in 
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prison since August last, but for aught that appeared the arrest 
might have been effected before, and the bankrupt have re- 
mained in custody during the whole time allowed by the 
statute. Looking at all the circumstances, the Court thought 
the bankrupt might now receive an order of discharge—both 
from his debts and from custody, The bankrupt might con- 
sider himself fortunate that he was not indicted criminally in 
the first instance. 

Mr. Turner asked whether the bankrupt should pay the 
costs of the bankruptcy before obtaining his release? The 
creditors had been put to considerable expense. 

Mr. Munns (Harrison & Lewis) said that if the Court made 
any such order the effect would be to keep the bankrupt in 
prison. 

The CommMissioNER.—This must be considered as an original 
application under the new Act. 

Order i e upon payment of messenger’s fees only. 


Jan. 31.—In re Lenthall.—This insolvency occurred some ten 
years ago. The insolvent is nowin Australia, The creditors’ 
assignee is dead. The proceedings and documents under the 
insolvency had been deposited in one of the rooms at the 
Insolvent Debtors’ Court, and had been destroyed by rats. 

Mr. D. Bruce stated that the insolvent, a solicitor, had in 
his possession at the time of his failure, as trustee for Mr. 

ing, an assignment of a copyright. It had been under- 
stood that the deed was to to be given up to Mr. Manning, but 
in consequence of the death of the creditors’ assignee, and other 
circumstances, that understanding had never been carried out. 
The publishers were now desirous of issuing a second edition 
of the work, and they wished to have the assignment of the 
copyright. Mr. Bruce said that under these circumstances he 
had to apply for a rule calling on the provisional assignees of 
the Insolvent Debtors’ Court to show cause why he should not 
deliver the deed. He mentioned that an application had been 
made on the subject to that official; and, although he had no 
objection to deliver up the deed, he did not think that, as the 
court was now established, he had any power in the matter. 

The Commisstoner.—W ould it not be sufficient if I intimate 
that, in the absence of other objections, the deed should be 


given up ? 

Mr. Ra said that would satisfy him. 

The CommissioNER.—Very well, you may convey the ex- 
pression of my opinion to the provisional assignee. 

Feb. 1.—In re Peter Morrison.—The bankrupt was the 
managing director of the Bank of Deposit, Pall-Mall. This 
was an adjourned meeting of creditors under the 110th section 
of the new Act for the purpose of resolving on the winding-up 
of the estate out of court. 

A proof tendered by Mr. Hackwood (Linklater & Hack- 
wood) having been disallowed, 

Mr. C. E. Lewis, for the assignees, said the creditors present 
had unanimously adopted a resolution of which the following 
is a copy :— 

“Tn the matter of Peter Morrison, &c. 

“ This being the day for the adjourned meeting of creditors 
in this matter, held pursuant to the resolution passed by a 
majority of creditors of the said bankrupt, present at a meeting 
of creditors held before Mr. Registrar Miller, at the Court of 
Bankruptcy, London, on the 18th day of January last, whereby 
it was resolved that no further proceedings in this matter should 
be taken in bankruptcy, aud that such meeting should 
be adjourned for fourteen days, in order that notice of such re- 
solution might be given as required by the 110th section of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, we, being a majority in number, 
representing three-quarters in value of the creditors present at 
this adjourned meeting, do resolve that the proceedings in 
bankruptcy in this matter be suspended under and by virtue 
of the 110th section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, and that 
the estate and effects of the said bankrupt be wound up and 
administered by Joseph William Bennett and E. Winder Col- 
lingwood, the assignees of the said bankrupt, elected on the 
27th day of December, 1861, out of bankruptcy, in like manner 
as in bankruptcy, so far as the difference in the mode of ad- 
ministration will admit.” 

The question now arose how the resolution could be best 

carried out. The last examination meeting under the bank- 
ruptcy was fixed for the 18th of February. Of course it was 
open for any dissentient creditor to say that the resolution was 
invalid, and he was anxious to know what the Court would do 
t the examination meeting. 

A desultory discussion ensued. The point being one of 
practice only and no decision absolutely arrived at, it is suffi- 
cient to state that the learned Commissioner expressed himself 





in favour of the following course:—The ban must pro- 
ceed to make a full disclosure of his estate before he could ask 
for an order of discharge. If the proceedings were suspended 
by the creditors the Court would not take an active part in 
them. A very large majority of the creditors had passed a re- 
solution suspending the proceedings, but it was a question 
whether the Court ought to do anything that would have the 
effect of relieving the bankrupt, who had not surrendered, from 
his responsibility. Anything that the assignees might do which 
was really for the benefit of the creditors the Court would 
readily acquiesce in. The bankruptcy was not done away 
with by a resolution under the 110th section, because by the 
latter part of the section the Court was to give the pt 
the benefit of an order of discharge when he had made a full 
disclosure and discovery of his estate and effects. He should 
do nothing that would have the effect of suspending the pro- 
ceedings as against the bankrupt. To suspend them in favour 
of the creditors seemed quite right if they had a resolu- 
tion to that effect in the way pointed out by the Act of Par- 
liament. As at present advised, it appeared to him that the 
whole proceedings could not be suspended, as that would have 
the effect of preventing the bankrupt from doing that which it 
was his first duty to do. He would, however, consider the 
matter. 

Feb. 7.—In re Wm. Henry Smith.—Mr. Smith was a solici- 
tor in Lincoln’s-inn-fields. He was now adjudicated a bank- 
rupt on his own petition. 





(Before Mr, Commissioner GouLBURN.) 


Feb. 3—In re the “ Law Newspaper” Company (Limited). 
—This was an adjourned petition te oteling, presented b; 
Mr. James Walter, a shareholder. The substance of the peti. 
tion has already been given in this journal. The allegation 
bringing the company within the Joint Stock Companies Act 
of 1856 was that three-fourths of the capital had been lost-or 
become unavailable. 

Mr. Linklater appeared for the petitioner, and Mr. Lawrance 
for the company. 

The affidavit of the petitioner stated that the business of 
the company had been carried on at a loss, The directors had 
disposed of their interest in their publications by private con- 
tract, notwithstanding the protest of the petitioner and his desire 
that the same should be submitted for sale by public auction; 
and the petition alleged that larger offers than that accepted 
had been made to the directors. 

Mr. Linélater said he had no complaint whatever to make 
against the directors personally—he had no doubt they intended 
the publication of the papers to be a good com specu- 
lation. He did not blame the company for making*such 
arrangements as would preserve the Solicitors’ Journal 
and Reporter from being stopped in its regular publication, for 
that would have undoubtedly been a serious loss to the 
fession. Whatever the shortcomings of the company might 
have been nobody would deny the great ability with which the 
works had been conducted, and their great use to the profession. 
What he complained of was that they were not put up to com- 
petition and the greatest price realised for them, He con- 
tended that the directors had no power thus to dispose 
of the property of the company, and that they had no right to 
wind up voluntarily. 

. oe CoMMISSIONER.—How many shares does the petitioner 
old ? 

Mr. Linklater.—Only two, but he has an interest in the 
company. The proceedings with a view to the voluntary 
winding-up were altogether informal, the requisite number of 
shareholders not being present at the several meetings. The 

titioner considered that the directors had acted against all 

aw and authority, and he now asked that an official liquidator 
might be appointed, the property of the company duly — 
of, and its affairs legally and properly wound up. He 

to Solomon v. Laing (19 L. J. Ex. 295) and several other 
cases, to show that the petitioner had a right to object to the 
sale as illegal and not warranted by the articles of association, 
and unjustifiable under the provisions of the Joint Stock Com- 
panies Act, 1856. 

The Commissioner said, it was clear that the Court had a 
discretionary power under the 67th section of the Act of 1856. 

Mr. Linklater said that was so, With regard to the way in 
which the Court ought to exercise the discretion vested in it by 
the 67th section, he referred to the case of the Sherwood Loan 
Society (20 L. J. Ch. 177). Admittedly, the case came within 
the terms of the Act of Parliament. 

Mr. Lawrance did not deny that three-fourths of the capita 
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of the company had been lost. The petitioner held two shares 
only, and since August, 1857, he had omitted to pay any calls 
upon his shares. The shareholders generally were 170 in 
number, and they had paid in the aggregate about £5,980 on 
account of the company. ‘The cases referred to by Mr, Link- 
later had no bearing whatever upon the present case, He 
pointed out that the 72nd section of the Joint-Stook Companies 
Act, 1856, gave the Court a discretion in this matter, and that 
the 2nd section of the Act of 1858 showed that regard should 
be had to the wishes of the majority of the creditors. He was 
prepared to prove that the proceedings of the company had been 
Strictly regular. 
The further hearing was then adjourned to Friday, 


Feb. 7.—Law Newspaper Company.—The proceedings were 
opened to-day by ashort explanation from Mr. Linklater, in 
which he stated that had he on the previous hearing on the 8rd 
inet. been in possession of the information which he now pos- 
sessed as to the power of the directors to act upon certain 
resolutions which appeared in the minute-book of the company, 
and which he had inspected since the last meeting, it would 
have saved him about three hours of his address to the Court. 

Mr. Lawrance contended that the spirit of the Act of 
Parliament on such a petition as that now before the Court 
was undoubtedly in favour of non-interference where a com- 
pany was in course of winding-up voluntarily, and that the 
Court was bound by the letter of the Act to respect the wish 
of the great majority of the shareholders. The petitioner had 
sent a circular to the shareholders asking for support in his 
proceedings. ‘To this it appeared that only one reply had been 
received, which was read in court, but which did noé in any 
way support the petitioner in that which he, Mr. Lawrance, 
eontended was a vexatious petition, and could only have been 
adopted for the sake of annoyance. He then adverted in very 
strong terms to the circular which had been sent to the whole 
profession by the publisher of the Law Times, and characte ri- 
sed that proceeding as a ruse to ruin the Solicitors’ Journal, 
and to endeavour by the pretence of the offer to become the 
purchaser of the property to prevent the appearance of the 
paper, and thus to damage it and make it as useless as old 
metal. He ridiculed the idea that gentlemen (whose names he 
_ who stood so high in the estimation of the profession as 
the directors of this company would for a moment be a party 
to anything which was dishonourable; and he felt bound to 
say that, to their last farthing if necessary, which he was glad 
to say was not, they would discharge every liability of the 
eompany. He concluded by asking the Court to dismiss the 
petition with costs. 

Mr. Linklater, in reply, contended that, although the 
petitioner had never attended any meeting of the company— 
although he admitted he had had notice of the same, and 
though, at the same time, he had only two shares, and bad only 
paid £10 upon those shares, yet he had brought himself within 
the requirements of the Act of Parliament. He quoted several 
eases to show that, though the Court might not grant a 
winding-up order, yet that it had power to adopt the voluntary 
winding-ap, and that the petitioner was entitled to such an 
order. He thought that as the publisher of the Law Times 
had made an offer of a larger sum than any one else, he ought 
to have had the (In answer to a question put by the 
Commissioner, it was stated that no sum had been named by 
the publisher of the Zaw Times, nor did he even know the 
amount which had been agreed upon between the vendors and 
purchaser.) Mr. Linklater further contended that, though the 
proceedings of the company had been informal, they had been, 
zo doubt, transacted in good faith, but on the ground that 
three-fourths of the capital had been lost, his client was en- 
titled to his order. 

The Court will give judgment on Monday. 





INSOLVENT DEBTORS’ COURT. 
BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 

Feb. 1.—By the new Bankruptey Act, which came into 
operation on the 11th of October last, it was enacted that the 
clerks and other officers of this court should be transferred to 
the Court of Bankruptcy, and by the 26th section all moneys 
belonging to this court were to be carried to the credit of the 
Accountant-General in Bankruptey, subject as the Lori 
Whaneellor should direct, ‘‘ towards defraying the salaries of 
the clerks and other persons he transferred from the In- 


solvent Debtors’ Court to the Court of Bankruptey;”’ By a 
subsequent section it is provided that the officers transferred 
shall receive the full amount of the salary, remuneration, .al- 





lowances, and compensations that chey had beeh receiving upon 
the passing of the Act. The Parliamentary grant voted in 
the estimates for the expenses of the Insolvent Debtors’ Court 
was also to be paid to the account of the Chief Registrar in 
Bankruptcy. It would be imagined that these provisions were 
sufficiently explicit, and that the space of three months was 
ample time to prepare for carrying them out; but, strange as 
it may appear, it is a fact that for the quarter ending the 11th 
of January last no official connected with this Court, from the 
commissioner down to the humblest messenger, has received a 
single farthing, and even three of the clerks who have been 
bodily transferred to Basinghall-street from this Court are in 
the same predicament, rendering public service, but not re- 
ceiving public remuneration. ‘The consequence of this ex- 
traordinary state of things is great inconvenience, and even 
suffering, especially to the class of officials whose salaries range 
from £80 to £100 per annum. ‘This is a strange condition of 
affairs in a, public department, and one which, for the sake of 
all parties, it is to be hoped will speedily cease. 





MIDDLESEX SESSIONS. 
(Before the Assistant-JUDGE.) 

Feb, 4.—The Governor of the House of Detention, Captain 
Codd, attended to answer the complaint preferred against him 
by Mr. Best on Monday, of having refused Mr. Justice Mellor’s 
clerk, with a solicitor engaged for the defence, to see two pri- 
soners. They were admitted within the gates, and the inner 
turnkey was informed that the gentleman was the clerk to one 
of her Majesty’s judges, and that he attended to take the affi- 
davits of the prisoners, it being necessary that such g course 
should be taken in order that an application might be made for 
acertiorari. ‘The turnkey refused to admit him, and the rea- 
son given for the refusal was that he (the clerk) had no letser 
from the judge to show who he was. 

The Governor urged that this was necessary according to the 
rules and regulations of the prison, as laid down by the visiting 
justices. The turnkey went to inform him of the application, 
but before he could get to the inner gate, the judge's clerk had 
left. He had, however waited twenty minutes. 

The Assistant-JupGE said it was certainly an irregular 
proceeding, especially as the turnkey was informed of the pur- 
pose for which the clerk attended, but no doudt it would not 
occur again, 


WEST INDIAN INCUMBERED ESTATES COURT. 
(Before Henry J. Stonor, Esq., CHIEF COMMISSIONER.) 
No one but owner can object to absolute order for sale, but 





any incumbrancer may subsequently apply fr Lorne of 
sale. 


sale, or for credit for his incumbrance at t: 

Feb. 4.—In re the estates of Thomas John Parker (de- 
ceased); Ex parte William Gregory Dawkins, Petitioner.— 
This was a motion on behalf of the petitioner, Colonel Daw- 
kins, to make absolute a conditional order for sale of five 
estates in the Island of Jamaica, called “ Hill-side,” “ Basalette,” 
“Chesterfield,” ** Bourkesfield,” and ‘Coles Penn.” An objec- 
tion had been filed, as to the two last-named estates, on the 
part of William Ricketts Parker, who claimed to be interested 
as crag, or first incumbrancer, 

. Cutler (solicitor), appeared in support of the objection; 
Mr. Frederick Smith (solicitor), in support of the eg 

The Cu1e¥ ComMisionEr held that W. R. Parker had failed 
to prove himself the owner, and therefore, under the 8th section 
of the West India Incumbered Estates Amendment Act (21 & 
22 Vict. c. 96), had no locus standi on the present occasion; 
but that he had made out a primd facie title as incumbrancer, 
and would be entitled to apply for a postponement of the sale, 
or to get credit for his incumbrance in the biddings on the sale. 
The objection was consequently disallowed, and the order for 
sale made absolute as to all the estates. 
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Recent Decisions. 


EQUITY. 


Practice—Cuarity Pgritiox—Sancrion oF ATTORNEY- 
GENERAL, 
Attorney-General v. Cooper, V.C.K., 10 W. R. 31. 
Professional readers will, we are assured, at this day agree 
as readily as any others in the conviction that it is to the 
ultimate interest both of lawyers and of clients to introduce 
into the practice of jurisprudence, as far as is consistent with 
safety, the principles of economy and simplicity of proce- 
dure. If, for example, the Legislature has introduced a statu- 
tory remedy by summary application as a concurrent jurisdic- 
‘tion to that which before existed as primarily inherent in a 
Court, it will be admitted that the more sagacious and, in all 
setizes of the expression, the more hm en choice between 
the two courses is made—when the speedier, more direct, and less 
eumbrous method of action js selected—in preference to that 
which, by the necessity of expense, might, for that very reason, 
appear to short-sighted practitioners to be most desirable, so 
far as their professional earnings were concerned. In these 
days we are sure that solicitors are not behind the rest of man- 
in common sense; and, althongh they have never ad- 
mitted the imputations cast upon expense and delay of 
litigation as bee entirely deserved, they do not conceal from 
themselves the desirableness of affording cheap and ly 
justice to every suitor, nor decline to use their influence in aid 
of reforms with that intention. It is evident to every 
one that business will not be brought into the courts, so long 
as persons aggrieved perceive that probable delay, uncer- 
tainty and expense must be weighed in the balance against the 
advantage they seek in the litigation which is open to them, 
and there is nothing which, in our opinion, in actual ex- 
perience, more conclusively proves the soundness of onr argu- 
ment than the amount of business done since the abolition of 
the old pleading system in the chambers of the Common Law 
Judges and in the County Courte and under the new. 

’ Act. Our impression of the course and condition of Chaneery 
practice is not quite so satisfactory. No one can fora moment 
deny that the Amendment Act of 1852 and the General Orders 
issued in pursuance of it, together with the Consolidated 
Orders of last year, have done a great deal to lessen grievances; 
but it is, nevertheless, notorious that much more might be done, 
and.as certain that the public would use the court mich more, 
if they could use it more expeditiously and cheaply: As a prac- 
tical exemplification of a state of things within the spirit of these 

4, we tocall the attention of our readersto a matter 
of practice, which, though it may not, to adopt the language of 
Lord Chancellor Cranworth in the case of Lister’s Hospital, 
in our most unfavourable impression of it, rise to the evil dignity 
of an “enormous abuse which has grown up in the administra- 
tion of charities in reference to proceedings instituted for the 
good of no one,” yet seems to evince an impolitic inclination on 
the part of litigants in charity business to interrupt the simple 
end inexpensive methods of relief which the law and the 

together have afforded. The Statute of Charitable 

Waes, 43 Eliz. ¢..4, enabled the Lord Chancellor to award 
commissions to inquire of all gifts to such usds, and of all 
abuses and breaches of trust relating thereto, and to make orders 
for the future of the fund. The decreds of the com- 
maissioners when were returned to the Petty Bag Office or to 
the common law side of the court, and the petitioners were 
not bound by the evidence before the commissioners, but might 
and prove new matter upon the basis of the commis- 
sioners’ returns as in an original suit on the equity side of the 
court. These commissions, and the suits based upon them, 
have been in disuse for a long period. The practice by 
Information, in which the Attorney-General, as representing 
the interests of the public, brought the affairs of charities 
under the cognizance of the court without preliminary in- 
iries and the delay incident to them, became, and, until Sir 
ue! Romilly’s Act in 1812, continued to be, that which was 
almost universally adopted. By that Act in every breach of 
a trust created for charitable purposes, or wherever the direction 
of a court of equity shonld be deemed necessary for the 
administration of such a trust, any two or more persons 
might, on obtaining the previous sanction of the Attorney or 
Solicitor-General, apply for relief by petition to the Lord 
Chancellor or the Master of the Rolls, or the Keeper of the 
Great Seal, or to the Court of Exchequer, Certain other Acts 
were passed for the purpose of enabling inquiries and com- 
missions upon the state end regulation of charities, and for the 








purpose of improving the internal administration of them upon 
the application of trustees by petition tothe Court of Chancery or 
Exchequer, in the reign of Geo. 4, Will. 4, and of her present 
Majesty; but it is not, as we conceive, necessary to our } 
purpose to referto them. It is sufficient and important to call 
tho reader’s attention only to the Charitable Trusts Act, 1853, 
passed for the purpose of securing the due administration of 
charitable trusts, and fcr the more beneficial application ot 
charity funds in certain cases. 

By the 17th section it is enacted that “ before any suit, peti- 
tion, or other proceeding (not being an application in any suit 
or matter actually patina’ for obtaining any relief, order, or 
direction concerning or relating to any charity, or the estate, 
funds, property, or income thereof, shall be commenced, pre- 
sented, or taken by any person whomsoever, there shall be trans- 
mitted by such person to the said board, notice in be ry ook 
such proposed suit, petition, or proceeding; and the sal 
poor by an order or certificate signed by their Since 
authorise or direct any suit, petition, or other p ‘to 
Setilon, or eibarpcoeoting hall be catoctaindl by Geet 

ion, or other p gs entertaii 1 
Chancery, or by any court or judge, except upen at in ay 
formity with an order or certificate of the said 
that the Act shall not extend to or affect any such 
proceeding in which any person shall claim any or 
seek any relief adversely to any charity.” Sth 
is provided, “ that it shall be lawful for her Majesty’s 

ong 


section 
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charity, in the Court of Chaneery or p Piha as to 

seem fit, as if the Act had not’been passed; and that noth 

in the Act contained shall be construed as dispensing with 

flat or allowance - her Majesy's ape gon ye 
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urisdiction created by the Act w! 
was necessary before the passing ot the Act.” This. as 
we conceive, the state of practice, and it being the in of 
Sir S. Romilly’s Act to afford the means of administering th 

trusts of charities without putting the s interested to thi 

expense of an.Information, we think that the taking of objec- 
tions, like those adopted in the above case of Paha gi s+ | 
¥. Cooper, is obnoxious to the principles of teehnicgl 

priety. 

PeThe appointment of new trustees is a thing which, as every 
one knows, is never done by the Court except upon the most 
sati evidence of fitness, and of the necessity for the ap- 
pointment. We are not aware of any principle in F ini. si 
dence which would impose upon the conscience and discretion 
of @ judge, when called upon to appoint new trustees of a 
charity, more astute attention than that which he presumably 
gives to the same exercise of his jadgment in similar adminis- 
tration of private trusts, And in cases in which, as in the cas 

above referred to, the Attorney-General is actually sole pa 
tiff on the record, it would surely seem saffcieat for the 
interests of the public that the copy of the petition which in 
the course of practice is served upon him previously to the 
hearing, and which enables him to inform himself of the exact 
purport and intention of the application, should obviate the 
necessity of also procuring his fiat. The decisions of the 
Court upon these points have not been uniform. In Re 
Nightingale (3 Hare. 336) Vice-Chancellor Wigrem, in-a case 
under the Trustee Act, 1 W. 4, c. 60, upon the petition of the 
persons who admini the charity before the rent charge 
(which was the subject matter dealt with in the application 

ceased to be paid Pas tmabcoee Mabie 4s sap tema 
new trustees, and @ person to convey the rent-charge to such 
trustee. And there, there was neither a suit pending, nor-was 
the Attorney-General’s fiat either required or men’ Tn 
the case of The London, Brighton, &c., Railway (18 Beav. 608) 
on the other hand, upon a petition in an Information suit, in 
which the Attorney-General was of course plaintiff, the Master 
of the Rolls declined to proceed until the petition was amended 
by the obtaining of the certificate of the Charity Commis- 
sioners and the fiat of the Attorney-General, and the 
intituling of the petition, Jn the Matter of Sir uel 
Romilly’s Act, although the object of the petition was simply the 
application of purchase-money of land taken by a railway com- 
pany to the redemption of land-tax as a reinvestment of such 
money within the meaning of the Lands Clauses Act, ‘The 
certificate of the Charity Commissioners having been obtained, 
the formal attendance and fiat of the General would 
seem to have become joe 
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current and distinct jurisdiction from that inherent in the Court 
upon Information, would then become a fortiori inexpedient, In 
Re Cheshunt College, 19 Jur. 995, Vice-Chancellor Wood 
however, held that the Court could make an order directing the 
proceeds of the sale of freehold parts of charity lands to a 
railway company to be invested on procuring the enfranchise- 
ment of the copyhold parts without the sanction of the Charity 
Commissioners. These cases left the practice open to the chance 
of expense, which was all the more unfortunate because it arose 
from 8 conflict of opinion in the minds of judges, some of whom 
were biassed by extreme technical caution, while others relied 
upon what Lord Cranworth, in the Lister’s Hospital case, 
called “ the good sense of the matter.” That case (reported 6 
De G. M. & G. 184) was an application, not in a cause, for 
the disposal of money paid into court by a railway company 
on the purchase of land belonging to the charity. Vice-Chan- 
cellor Kindersley there appears to have been influenced to such 
an extent by the conflict of practice in the different branches 
of the court upon the vexed question whether the Charity 
Commissioners’ sanction was necéssary to put the Court in 
motion, either with or without that of the Attorney-General 
in addition, that he declined to make any order whatever upon 
the application. Lord Cranworth, s ing for the full Court 
of Appeal, determined in favour of the continuance of the 
original jurisdiction of the Court, and said it would be a very 
strange thing to say that if there is a matter in which the 
Court ought to act, it cannot act until it is put in motion by 
the sanction of the Charity Commissioners. In this case there 
was no suit pending except the proceedings incident to the 
disposal of the purchase-money paid into court under the Lands 
Clauses Act. The Attorney-General was not present on the 
record, nor by consent, nor had his fiat been obtained, as in- 
sisted upon in the case in 18 Beav. The petition does not 
appear to have been entituled in the matter of Sir Samuel 
Romilly’s Act, and, so far as it goes, the case seems to be a 
conclusive authority in favour of the original and simple juris- 
diction of the Court, as being competent to deal with the ap- 
plication of funds in a matter before the Court. But in the 
Attorney-General v. Cooper, the old technical objections were 
urged, and although the decision in Lister's case affirmed the 
jurisdiction of the Court, even withont the sanction of the 
Charity Commissioners’ certificate, without the fiat of the 
Attorney-General, and without the calling into operation the 
statutory powers created by Sir Samuel Romilly’s Act, the 
Vice-Chancellor was pressed to require the two latter things in 
addition to the sanction of the Charity Commissioners, which 
had been already given. The Vice-Chancellor very properly 
determined, in accordance with the rationale of Lister’s case, 
that the Court had possession of the subject-matter in a suit 
actually pending, and that the requiring the fiat of the Attor- 
ney-General was a matter for the discretion of the Court, a 
decision which we conceive to be satisfactory in this respect, 
that it does something to relieve litigants and their advisers 
from the necessity in future of incumbering a simple appli- 
cation with the expense of calling into operation three con- 
current powers or methods of jurisdiction. 





COMMON LAW. 
SERVICE UNDER UNSTAMPED ARTICLES—19 & 20 Vict, ©. 81. 
Ex parte an Articled Clerk, Q. B., 10 W. R. 211. 


This is the most recent case with respect to the construction 
of, and practice under, the 19 & 20 Vict. c. 81; which now re- 
gulates the course to be pursued by an articled clerk who finds 
on the completion of, or during, his service, that his articles are 
unstamped. Prior to that Act there was no power of stamping 
articles after the expiration of six months from their execution; 
and, inasmuch as under 6 & 7 Vict. c.73, 8. 8 an affidavit of 
execution must be filed and the articles enrolled within that 
period, and unless presented properly stamped, will not be re- 
ceived by the officer for the latter purpose, clerks who had per- 
formed due service in other respects often found themselves 
much impeded and delayed in commencing their profession, by 
& neglect or inadvertence of their friends over which they pro- 
bably themselves had no control and for which they ought not 
to be held responsible. Accordingly, to remedy this grievance, 
& provision was inserted in the Act of 19 & 20 Vict. c. 81— 
viz. s. 3, by which the stamp authorities are allowed (notwith- 
standing the enactments of a prior Act of 7 Geo. 4, c. 44) to 
stamp articles (if directed to do so by the ‘I'reasury) on pay- 
ment of a penalty, increasing in amount according to the time 
that may have elapsed since the execution of the articles. 
Since this provision, as might be anticipated, there have been 


numerous applications to the Court under it, sometimes taking 
one shape and sometimes another, but usually being of the 
same nature as the present one—viz. that the Court will allow 
the service to count from the execution of the articles instead 
of the time at which they were actually stamped on payment 
of the penalty exacted. These applications have been from to 
time noticed in this journal as they arose, and their general 
result appears to be that no assistance will be afforded by the 
Court except in cases of Lond fide forgetfulness or inadvertence 
on the part of the applicant’s friends. In the present case the 
cause of omission was the inability of the clerk’s father to pay 
the amount of the stamp required from his extreme poverty; 
and this was held by the Court a valid excuse, as they acceded 
to the application. It would appear, however, that they did 
not expressly dispose of the matter on this ground, but were 
somewhat perplexed by a doubt whether the interests of the 
revenue as to the amount of the penalty to be exacted was en- 
trusted to them or to the Lords of the Treasury. Ultimately, 
they said that by the new Act (19 & 20 Vict. c. 81) 
revenue question would appear to be now left to the discretion 
of the Treasury. And certainly it would be difficult to read 
the Act otherwise. It would have been an act of great rigour, 
not to say injustice, to have insisted ou a greater penalty being 
paid than was required by the Commissioners of the Treasury, 
particularly as such amount in the present instance was the 
maximum of the graduated scale provided in the Act. In fact, 
this point appears so clear, that it is impossible to avoid a sur- 
mise that a fuller report of the case would show that it turned 
on the sufficiency of the affidavit, and particularly of the plea 
of poverty, rather than on any conflict of jurisdiction between 
the Queen’s Bench and the Treasury as to the proper assess- 
ment of the penalty in these cases. 


Factors Act—AGENT OR SERVANT ? 
‘Lamb v. Attenborough, Q. B., 10 W. R. 211. 


We recently found occasion to notice a decision of the Privy 
Council on an Indian appeal, which formed a useful reading on 
the Factors Act (5 & 6 Vict. c. 39), and it was in that case 
very distinctly laid down how the jury should be directed to 
decide as between the pledgee and the owner of the property— 
viz., that they should be told to consider whether the former, 
as a reasonable man and a man of business, applying his under- 
standing to the circumstances of the transaction, would certainly 
know that there was either want of authority or mala fides on 
the part of the pledger—and to give their verdict for the plain- 
tiff or defendant according as they found that fact.* fn the 
present case this same statute, and the soundness of the judge’s 
direction to the jury in an action brought by the owner of 
goods against the pledgee, again became the subject of discus- 
sion. 

The action was for certain dock warrants pledged by the 
clerk of the plaintiff to the defendant. On the part of the clerk 
the transaction was not only unauthorised, but fraudulent; 
but the defendant had no notice of the fraud, and had pre- 
viously known the clerk to have sold wine on his own account. 
The question, therefore, as to the defendant’s knowledge of the 
true nature of the transaction did not arise; and though the 
rule to set aside the verdict which had passed for the plaintiff 
was moved for on the ground of misdirection, it does not clearly 
appear by the report what was the misdirection complained 
of. It may, however, be conjectured that the jury were told 
that under the circumstances the defendant did not come within 
the protection of the Factors Act at all—inasmuch as the 
pledger of the goods was not an “agent entrusted with docu- 
ments of title” within the meaning of that statute (in which 
case the knowledge of the pledgee as to the character of the 
transaction would have been most material), but a servant 
merely of the owner; and as such, incapable of passing the pro- 
perty in the goods by his unauthorised pledge of the warrants 
—for as the general rule, and without reference to the learning 
as to sales in market overt, or to transactions carried on by 
agents of various descriptions, it is only from the owner of goods 
that any property in them can be derived. If such was the 
effect of the ruling, it was upheld; as the Court unanimously 
agreed in confirming the plaintiff in the verdict he had ob- 
tained. 


Finan ORDER UNDER 7 & 8 Vict. c. 96, 4 Goop PLEA IN 
Bar. 
Markin vy. Aldrich, C. P., 10 W. R. 212. 
Although all the material provisions of the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 96, 
have been now swept away by the Bankruptcy Act of last 


ijn 








* See ante, p. 213. 
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seuion, “ie amet be said’ that it is yet safe to disregard a de- 
cision on its construction—for, in ce to past transactions, 
at all events, its provisions are still of much interest; and even 
with regard to future ones, they may throw light incidentally 
on some of the many dark corners of the new system. The 
somewhat lengthy case, however, now before us, may, by reason 
of therecent changes, be more summarily treated than it would 
otherwise have been; and it is sufficient to state that in it the 
important point is again canvassed whether a final order of 
ren under the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 96, is or is not pleadable in 
to an action brought for a debt duly appearing in the in- 
solvent’s schedule, or whether it only operated as a protection 
from process. ‘Ihe most recent case in which this matter was 
discussed was that of Phillips v. Pickford (9 C. B. 459); where 
the Court of Common Pleas followed the opinion of the Exche- 
quer pronounced in Platel v. Bevill (2 Exch. 508), and held 

the fl order to be ® good bar to such action: as was a final 
the previous Act of 5 & 6 Vict. c. 116, with re- 
n felt, but the wording 
In this decision the Court of 
Common Pleas = Ae present case entirely concurred; and, 
ve again and more deliberately reversed the 
which they’ came in the earlier case of Toomer v. 
8 ©. B. 322); in which they unanimously held that 
order under 7 & 8 Vict. c. 96, was no bar to an action, 
mere protection to the person:—a recantation which is 
“somewhat striking instance of the proverbial uncertainty of 
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es stagiéres, beca the 
2. avocats stagieres, and not the a 
a 2 to the Bar, as the term implies gpa law 
re Dave four courses to go # in 
bliged to write what e nallot s these, before 
btad to the finishing course of the batonnier. At it 
eek to discuss legal principles and legal 
orton admitting various 8 or difficult points 
on which “judges have given contradictory decisions. The 
French ‘law permits those who have avant AR in their these to 
practise, but a prescriptive custom does not, until they have 
the année stagiére, and attended a greater of 
the conferences; and none can be called to the Paris Bar or 
admitted to any of its honours without having done so. It 
now _ thy that all those who attend the batonnier’s con- 
ferences are very young and muster numerously, as the parents 
of most of the young men who have gone through the Law 
» More as amateurs than professionally on account of 
the reform Jules Favre has effected in the subjects treated at 
batonnier’s conferences and their manner of treatment, 
Peesonsbly enough think, so long as he occupies his present 
post th at the conferences stagiéres are more important than 
ing cours, It thus appears that the ré-unions are 
= for avocats, properly so called; but M. Favre receives 
every second Saturday evening, and only then as batonnier, 
the members of his profession who have been called to the 
Paris Bar.” 
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THE DISBARMENT OF EDWIN JAMES, ESQ., QC. 


We extract the following from the Law Magazine for the 
present month :— 

The disbarring of Mr. Edwin J. James, Q.C., by a “ parlia- 
ment” of the Inner Temple, would have remained simply 
chronicled by us among the “ Events of the Quarter” if t 
ex-member of the English bar had conducted himself, 
his humiliation and fall from professional and public life, 9 
natural and becoming submission to the verdict of phi 

Indeed, we merely noticed the fact, in our August riumiber,’of 
the benchers of the Inner Temple Inn haying on’ the 18th of 
July last, after a protracted inquiry of three months, made an 
order“ That the call to the bar of Mr. Edwin John James, 

.C., be vacated; that he be disbarred, and his name ‘ 

books of this Socie owen: Such order by the forms of the” 
of Court was not final. It had necessarily to ‘be ‘confirmed ' 
“q parligment;” and which from the eve of the long ‘vacati 
and absence of the members of the bar on circuit, could not be 
accomplished till the following Michaelmas ‘Term. Moreover, 
an appeal lay to the judges, and Mr. Edwin James had ee 
notice that he should resort to such ai j i 







late j 
Subsequently a “ parliament,” held on the 7th November,’ 
firmed the decision of the benchers; and Mr. James 
better “of his hasty intention did not appeal. ‘Nor “s 
these circumstances the only motives for our silence. 
failure of Mr. James od Pea protection from his creditors 
under the statute vul known as the “Gentlemiai’s Act,* 
—unavoidably exil +e from his own country, 
telegrams of October, afterwards announcing the“ex-mel 
arrival in the United States of America. Now if Mr:3 
such expatriation had wisely and humbly set ninsel do 
acquire a transatlantic new status in his’ profession," e 
the acquisition of a better private ene we * 
been the last jourral to have stood “Bat wi 
roe besides 
the advent 





the first month of his seting foat in the “ New" 
his arrival being heralded in the American Press as th 
of one of the most eminent leaders of the English’ bar “ei Sp 
of her Majesty's counsel, he was further proclaimed ash dis- 
tingnished English visitor of U. S. Spas of autuuinal recreation 
and a frequenter at the receptions of the “ bared 
This vulgar and ahjectonable not notoriety was cons 

an elaborate memoir in the press of New York of thé 
stranger,—received i in England as a 

“puff direct” was followed by Mr. James's ablation his 
reminiscences of the bar and by other articl i ‘ 
name ina U. S. sporting n Public anno: : 
in eulogistic hs, of his U.S. citizenship ‘were 
lished and of his intention of being called to the New Yor! 
Afterwards his admission ‘to the bar of that State was” 
graphed home by Reuter! To these rapid snnoune ts 
succeeded another advertisement in the New York “Press, 
the advertised formation ofa partnership in the legal 
of that city. Our readers know that in thé United 
functions of barrister and solicitor are united. One of our’ 
Saxon barrister’s succeeding acts was the nerh 
r= oo anc gratis, and pro bono publico on the seizure of 

He had the bad’ taste, besides exhibiting melang! 
bidary ‘ignorance, to volunteer an opinion against ‘his ‘nat 
country and against the SoverEren under whom, 'n 
a he still “holds silk.” ‘These several and scands 
acts of folly and morbid passion for spufious n 
course have brought down upon him the severest 
of the British Press. Mother country evoked é 
Even Punch satirised this legal harlequin. In A\cnathes he 
has been received as a political exile, and he has ‘had a few 
defenders and some sympathizers at home as really the victim 
of professional jealousy! It is now, therefore, ty Mr. James’s 
own acts, past and present, due to the bench, to the bar, and'to 
the public at home, that our journal should record the real 
and true facts antecedent to his disbarment. 

Mr. James was called to the bar of the Inner Temple 
on the 30th of January, 1836. Aithough without the benefit 
of university education he was some years at a reputable 
private school. His father, much respected, long held the 
office of secondary in the City of London. ‘The son, Edwin, 
in his after youth was rather “ wild,” and like the late Ser- 
geant Wilkins he was for a time by his own calling on the 
stage. He had studied elocution, or rather declamation; and 
he eonsidered tragedy his natural forte. We believe that nén- 
suecess in the Thespian voeation and the kindness of bt i 
soon noteatanw him from the theatres. Becoming “steadier” 
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he was entered in the Inner Temple. In some respects on his 
call to the bar his prospects were propitious. The position 
of his father was an undoubted advantage to the young advo- 
cate, and he had also many connexions among the metropolitan 
attorneys. Such aids gave him the start of competitors other- 
wise his superiors; and in confidence and assurance he was 
not wanting. His bold and jocund manners and his confident 
mien soon became noticed in the robing rooms of the four courts 
of Westminster and Guildhall; in the course of a few years he 
“held briefs” and made motions, and also obtained sessions 
and assize business on the home circuit. His cases were 
miscellaneous, and for some time he partly practised in the 
inferior courts of London; but he never had any reputation 
as a “lawyer.” His law was almost always (except that 
necessarily acquired in chambers and by attending courts) 
“got up” for him. As a law officer of the Crown he would 
have been wofully deficient; and thoroughly unlearned in 
civil law and the laws of nations he would have been utterly 
incompetent for any official station, An “ opinion” he would 
not have scrupled confidently to*give. We must however in 
justice admit that of late years his speeches in court, to com. 
mon juries especially, were marked by talent. In cross-exami- 
nation he was tolerably prudent, but displaying no sagacity; 
yet in “flash cases” his addresses were pre-eminent. He 
understood an ordinary jury, and by appeals to their ignorance, 
ions, and prejudices, how best to obtain his verdicts. But 
in the half-dozen causes only of remarkable actions at law 
and criminal trials in which he led, he displayed no real elo- 
quence or safe judgment—his powers consisting only of un- 
scrupulous assertion, confident demeanour, and sonorous voice. 
Discretion was no part of his valour as an advocate. 

Further, we are compelled to mention the general belief of 
the profession that Mr. James often “angled” for retainers 
and briefs, A collection of premature announcements of his 
real and trumpeted retainers culled from the London press, 
and of fictitious requisitions to him to become a candidate for 
vacant seats in the House of Commons, would form an amusing 
chapter in his reminiscences of the bar. Thus and early he was 
“ always before the public,” while his superiors in real talents 
and law were sitting solitary in their chambers or listening 
unretained on the back benches of the courts. In the better 
and highest class of business Mr. James was seldom employed ‘ 
and by no means successful; meeting not only his equals but 
his superiors in law and advocacy. 

We now come to the benchers’ inquiry, the climax of his 
public fall,—only premising that Mr. James was elected for 
the borough of Marylebone in February, 1859; and that a too 
frequent speaker in the House of Commons he had no success 
in that severe ordeal of Parliamentary oratory, being generally 
considered a declaimer and a “ failure.” 

On the 10th day of April last London was surprised by. the 
publication of an address to his constituents announcing the 
resignation of his seat; and which act was speedily followed 
by retirement from Brooks’s and the Reform Clubs. In the 
meanwhile it became notorious that an execution was in his new 
house in Berkeley-square, on a judgment for a large debt. 
Rumours also, some of course exaggerated, were current through- 
out all circles in the metropolis of his irretrievable amount of 
“ indebtedness,” and that he must either seek relief in the 
Bankrupt or Insolvent Courts, or adopt a foreign domicil. He 
chose at. first the latter alternative, removing, we believe, to 

the continent, pro tem., some time in the same month. A 
report was current that these significant acts of “ resignation” 
were compelled by the late Lord Yarborough, consequential on 
Mr. James’s involvement of the Earl’s young son and heir-ap- 
parent in the enormous liability of £30,000; and that Mr. James 
was, “en gros,” involved in debts exceeding £100,000. 

It was impossible that the benchers of the Inner Temple 
(and who had unusually but discriminately not elected him to 
the bench in 1852, when he received his Patent of Queen’s 
Counsel) could shut their eyes and ears to accumulative reports. 
Our readers know well the constitutions of the several inns of 
court. The authority of the societies over members may be 
questioned, and technically it may be denominated “ inquisi- 
torial.” The bar, however, throughout Europe exists only 
under similar rules of admission and regulations. All the 
learned professions more or less are subjected to the same con- 
ventional institutions and tests, Abuse of power in any of the 
societies thus regulating the several professions of “ Law, Physic 
and Divinity,” is of rare occurrence. Barristers of all civilians 
have the least right to complain of self-elect executives, irre- 
sponsible bodies, or of their prerogatives. A young man applies 
for admission to any inn of court; his selection is voluntary. 

No impediment to membership really exists. A requisition- 





certificate is simply signed by any two respectable members 
of the bar attesting the age, and residence, and condition of 
life of the applicant, with a reference to some reputable person 
or persons that inquiry may be made into the applicant's cha- 
racter and situation. ‘There are really no other compliances 
or tests. Admitted and called the new member only submits 
himself to the rules and customs of his particular inn. He 
may change under known regulations to any inn of court; 
his selection and continuance in his original inn are there- 
fore purely free choice. ‘The powers of the benchers, of all 
the inns, to disbar members for personal or professional ill 
conduct, are well known to every member of the bar and 
are by subscription therefore recognised by all. So far 
from these large and responsible powers being abused we 
assert that the Jatitude of the benchers of the inns, both as 
to admission and expulsion, has been of late years the sub- 
ject of private and public animadversion. The cases of dis- 
barment during the present century are very few; of a Queen's 
counsel at any period Mr. James is the soli example of 
expulsion. We will not rake up the call to the bar demanded 
and refused in one case which occasioned a Commons’ select 
committee of inquiry in 1834. That case may or may not 
have been an instance of just Parliamentary inquiry, and the 
individual inculpated being a member of the Commons; but we 
know of no refusals of calls, (excepting a few cases on politicas 
grounds and the case of Horne Tooke,) in which admission! 
to the bar have been questioned or membership unjustly denied.* 
Two or three rejections of claimants to Bench membership have 
been subjects of social discussion. On the whole, we therefore as- 
sert that these responsible powers intrusted to the benchers of all 
the inns have been rather too charily than harshly exercised. A 
gentleman called to the bar has an equal chance with his com- 
peers. He becomes practically a partner in the properties of 
his inn. Public opinion and open competition regulate his 
success and station as a practising barrister; his business or ill 
success in his profession is in no way dependent on the benchers 
of hisinn. The Crown can give him precedence or make him 
a Queen’s Counsel when and as the Sovereign (with a respon- 
sible Lord Chancellor and Ministry) sees fit. Even refused the 
Bench of his inn the Crown can notwithstanding elevate him 
tothe judgment seat of any court in the United Kingdom or 


Colonies. Nay, the constitutions and privileges of the inns » 


have been so lately as 1854-5 the subject of a Royal Commis- 
sion of Inquiry, The commissioners were the present Lord 
Chancellor, the Chief Justice of the Court of Queen’s Bench, 
V. C. Wood. and judges of our common law courts,—a mix 
commission including barristers and the late eminent solicitor 
Mr. Germain Lavie. It is singular that none of the witnesses 
called or volunteering examination beforo that commission 
made any complaints against the exercise of the above “ inquis- 
torial” powers. Further, the searching and able report of these 
noble and eminent commissioners reported on such prerogatives 
of the benchers with approval, and as powers indispensable 
for the protection of the public and the honour of the legal 
profession. The commissioners’ report also made public not 
only the origin, laws, and regulations of the inns, (voluntarily 
supplied by their officers,) but also all the inns returned their 
entire incomes and expenditures. No public bodies, we unhesi- 
tatingly aver, apply their revenues more honestly. 





* This memorable refusal of the call of Mr. Horne Tooke was tlie 
wrong act of the Bench of the Inner Temple. It was based on the false 
ground of Mr. ‘Tooke having been, and in fact (as the Bench argued) being 
in Holy Orders. Nothing was urged against his character; but it was 
contended by the Benchers that ‘ once a parson always a parson.” Doubt- 
less this was a sham, and a colourable objection, Mr. ‘Tooke's 
opinions and career being the real motives for his rejection. It is, how. 
ever, right to mention that the Bench was nearly divided on the question 
of the call, the numbers on both sides being equal within one vote—the 
call being finally decided in the negative on the casting vote of Mr. Bear- 
croft, the King’s counsel, soon afterwards appointed Chief Justice of 
Chester. In Mr. Tooke’s subsequent great philological work, treating of the 
“ article and interjection,” he elucidated his strictures on Mr. Harris’s mis- 
takes by alluding to the d of the Benchers of this Inn, —“ who having 
first enticed me to quit one profession, after many years of expectation, have 
very handsomely supplied its place to me by the negation of the other.” 
About the same period Arthur Murphy was refused membership in the 
Middle Temple, because he had been a comedian; but he overcame such 
disqualification (after arresting the Treasurer for his fees) by entering 
himself in Lincoln’s Inn, and being called through the influence of Lord 
Mansfield. That noble judge overruled the first cause of refusal as “a 
frivolous objection.” Nor had the Inner Temple benchers been always 
exclusive and conservative. Amongst the portraits in their hall was for- 
merly one of the notorious Lord Chancel] 
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We cannot now avoid a statement of facts, in continuing our 
narrative, of the lamentable and disreputable liability of Mr. 
James to the adjudication of the benchers of the Inner Temple. 
We believe that there never was an inquiry conducted with 
more mature consideration, greater patience and fairness, or in 
which the result was less questioned or more entirely approved 
by the public and the profession, We therefore proceed to 
give an epitome of the inquiry, premising only that the benchers 
of that inn comprise the names of some of the most distinguished 
Judges and Queen’s Counsel. 

. James's antecedents were patent—the benchers more or 
less having been long personally acquainted with him, with his 
general professional habits, conduct, and private character. 
Several of the benchers were members of both Houses of Par- 
liament, and a few may be designated as once his social friends; 
some were members of the same clubs—all of course were his 
associates for years at the = dinners of theinn. Such a body 
‘was a special jury, not an inquisition. Could an leman 
wish for a superior tribunal? And Mr. James might bave ap- 
smo from its decision (but did not) to thirteen English 
Judges. 

We will now briefly state the proceedings of the benchers. 
The press and all London rife with reports of Mr. James's 
money transactions and professional dishonours, and one writ- 
ten complaint having been communicated to the benchers, they 

ted a committee of three members of their body, to in- 
jared into the circumstances of Mr. James’s professional con- 
uct in the principal matters in public circulation. The com- 
mittee reported grave allegations and imputations against Mr. 
James. On the report of this committee, Mr. James wrote a 
letter to the bench, volunteering his anxiety to give the fullest 
information in his power touching the complaints thus insti- 
tuted. He therefore did not demur to the jurisdiction; on the 
so jeony he professed his readiness and solicitude to plead and 

j A 

It is a certain fact at this and subsequent stages of the in- 
vestigation, that the accused had the opportunity of retiring his 
name from the books of the inn. Indeed, the bench for weeks 
would probably only have been too glad to have accepted his 
resignation. It is well known that they have occasionally 
acted thus leniently; their sole object being simply to purify 
the bar, not otherwise to punish the offender. But Mr. James, 
we presume, preferred the chapter of accidents—to run the 
gauntlet, and trusting in the repugnance of gentlemen to give 
evidence of his dishonourable acts. He had apparently also at 
this time “com ” the majority of his creditors. In large 
Claims, the latter will usually sacrifice legal and criminal pro- 
ceedings to the chance of any future dividend. Mr. James’s 
professional income apparently for some years averaged £7,000 

annum. Lord Yarborough, expecting and seeking not a 
farthing, seems to have been influenced in assenting to Mr. 
James taking the benefit of the Act by the evil of permanent 
expatriation or disbarment to smaller and female creditors. 
His Lordship’s representatives, therefore, were assenting par- 
ties to Mr. James continuing practice; that is to say, for 
such reason to remit his otherwise just punishment. This 
course of the noble Earl was honourable; and it was stated 
before the benchers to have been advised by Mr. Joseph 
Parkes and by Mr. Tallents, of Newark, his Lordship’s emi- 
nent solicitor. Besides the large number of creditors of Mr. 
James, the second largest debt in evidence was a sum of 
upwards of £20,000, imposed on a West Country solicitor. 

immense pecuniary “ obligation” can hardly be termed 
a debt. It was ‘perhaps the grossest of all Mr. James's 
marvellous impositions; and the creditor’s heavy loss was 
untainted by usury or any apparent sinister motives in the 
lender. The several advances forming this heavy gross debt 
were bond fide made under the belief, and Mr, James’s 
solemn assurances, that the borrower had cleared off numerous 
usurious advances of others; and such new creditor taking an 
assignment of Mr. James’s entire future professional fees 
dreamed that in four or five years he should be recouped out 
of the inexhaustible mine of the Fee Book. It may here be 
observed that evidence before the benchers proved Mr. James 
not only positively to have denied to Lord Yarborough’s ad- 
visers the existence of the above £20,000 debt, but that he 
had also denied to the West County Solicitor the truth of the 
report of Lord Worsley’s claim! Mr. James doubtiess specu- 





® We in this article scrupulously limit our comments to thé charges 
against Mr. James. But a fourth 





lated on the secrecy and forbearance of those two heaviest 
creditors, and having during the inquiry obtained their con- 
sents to pro tem. protection under the “ Gentleman's Act, 
— but he reckoned without his host, and with his usual 
temerity and habitual folly. 

After the report of the committee (a copy of which with 
each day’s evidence was sent to Mr. James) the benchers com- 
menced their own inquiry—on the 7th of June, Mr. James 
returning from the Continent was their first and thus a volun- 
tary witness. His examination, taken in shorthand, occupied 
an entire evening; commencing at six o'clock, and ar 
near midnight. There was a full attendance of the benc 
and no ungenerous disposition was displayed in the interroga- 
tories put to him. His own evidence when pri consisted 
of twenty-one folio pages, exclusive of sixteen other pages 
of documents and see ee in by himself. On the 
Thursday following, June 12th, Mr. James was re-examined; 
his evidence occupying five other folio pages. It is only neces- 
sary to state, that his defence on all the counts was 
specious, and untruthfull. Had he confined his vindication to 
his written “statements in explanation,” perused and settled 
for him (as is reported) by two able members of the bar, and 
rested his case on that basis, he might perhaps have defied and 
bamboozled the benchers; and he probably might have es- 

infatuation 
and audacity he rushed on self-destruction. Lord Yarborough’s 
advisers and the West Country Solicitor had till this peri 

on 

questions of the benchers (Mr. Roebuck interrogating Tim) 
expressed no objection to the examination of those 
recorder, Mr. James consented in an evil moment to the ben- 
chers’ summons of Mr. Parkes, Mr. Tallents, and the West 
the latter, and a damning witness, his insane reply was “I 
have not the least objection!” 


caped with a reprimand, not public. But in his 

declined to attend the benchers. Mr. James unwi 

‘sif the bench desired it!” In fact, in further answer to the 

Country Solicitor. When asked if the bench might examine 
(To be continued.) 





<p 
— 


MR. HUBBARD, M.P., ON THE INCOME TAX. 


On the oceasion of Mr. Hubbard M.P., addressing a meeting of 
his constituents in the Town Hall, Buckingham, on the 
evening of the 24th ult., he made the following observations 
upon the subject of the income-tax:— 

“The income-tax had become a national institution; Sir 
Robert Peel, who in 1842 promised that it should last only 
three years, as the necessary accompaniment of great fiscal 
changes which were to render us altogether independent of the 
income-tax, did not live to see the baselessness of his expecta- 
tions. Since then it had been the lot of successive Chancellors 
of the Exchequer to levy this hateful tax, but there was not 
one who did not begin his Budget by saying it was a 
impost which he hoped soon to get rid of It was 
the conviction that it would not be got rid of which led him 
(Mr. Hubbard) at the commencement of last session to move 
for a committee to consider whether this tax, in itself so 
hateful, so unequal, so oppressive, could not be adjusted so as 
to divest it at least of a portion of its inequality and injustice. 
He made that motion without the slightest concert with any 
party or any individual, and he sat down not knowing whether 
a single man would rise to second his motion, It was 
by the Governmsnt to the utmost of their power, the | of 
the Opposition discouraging it by his absence and by his in- 
structions, yet he carried the motion for a revision of the 
income-tax. It was long ere the committee could be got to- 
gether; and then he found that, though he was sure of his 
adversaries, he was by no means certain of those who, he sup- 
posed, might intelligently support his views, He did not 
hesitate to say that the progress of that committee was @ 
struggle from day to day to continue its existence. He was 
challenged continually to bring the a to a close; he was 
met by a demand for what was simply impossibl itnesses 
to support every part of a scheme with which they were un- 
acquainted, By the end of the session several gentlemen who 
had hitherto supported him left for their respective homes. It 
was owing to that circumstance that, on the important question 
whether his own report should be, not adopted, but reported 
with the evidence, he was beaten by a majority of ne, aime 
that, too, not on the ground that the basis he had laid 
was an unsuitable one for the adjustment of the tax, but om 
the ground that a question which had been twice inquired into 

dropped was incapable of 9 successful solution. His / 
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scheme provided that men should be taxed according to their 
power of spending, so that a man with £1,000 in the funds 
Yould pay on £1,000; a man with £1,000 from land, and 

ving to expend in insurance and repairs £80, would pay on 
£920; while a man with £1,000 from house property. for 
which the outgoings might be £160, would pay on £840. 
Another feature was that incomes from trades, professions, and 
salaries should be taxed on two-thirds of. the amount, that 
being his estimate of the proportion which a man would, on 
the average, lay by as a provision for the future, and which 
under the present system was taxed twice over. He adduced 
in support of his principle the deduction already allowed for 
life assurance, and pointed out that under the present system 
of assessment a man whose income for three successive years 
is £2,500, £500, and nothing, pays only half the income-tax 

lich another man with a regular salary of £1,000 a year 
must pay. Feeling sure that the income-tax could not be 
removed, he did not intend to let the matter drop.” 


—————@———_———- 


METROPOLITAN BOARD OF WORKS. 
Te City or Loxpox anp THE New Gas Act. 


At a recent meeting of the Metropolitan Board of Works the 
clerk laid before the board the following opinions of the 
Attorney-General, the Solicitor-General, and Mr. Gray on a 
case submitted to them from the board as to whether the Gas 
Act of last session transferred the powers hitherto exercised 
by the city of London in respect to the appointment of inspectors 
and the testing of meters to this board. In the first case, the 

orney-Geaeral (then Solicitor-General) and Mr. Gray gave 
@m opinion with which the Government were not satisfied, and 
it accordingly took the joint opinions of the Attorney-General 
and the Solicitor-General. Both documents are appended, and 
it will be seen that the Attorney-General, by one opinion com- 
pletely reversed the one he gave on a former occasion. The 
first opinion was as follows :— 

““1. We are of opinion that the Act of 1861 brings the city 
of London within the powers conferred on the Metropolitan 
Board of Works, and that neither the Commissioners of Sewers 
por the Justices of the city of London have any power to ap- 
point inspectors, or perform other functions under that Act or 

other Acts referred to. 

“2. We are of opinion that appeals from magistrates and 
gas inspectors are to be made to the Metropolitan Board of 
Works, and not to the Justices in Quarter Sessions. 


‘““W. ATHERTON. 
“ Temple, Oct. 21, 1861.” “ Joun Gray. 


In reference to the above the following letter and enclosure 
Was received from the corporation of the city of London:— 


“ METROPOLIS GAS AMENDMENT ACT. 
* Remembrancer’s Office, Guildhall, Jan. 21. 

“ Sir,—I am directed by the Right Hon. the Lord Mayor to 
transmit to you, for the information of the Metropolitan Board 
of Works, the enclosed copy of an opinion of her Majesty's 
Attorney and Solicitor-Generals upon the subject of this Act, 
which the Lord Mayor and Justices of the city of London have 
received from the Home Office. 

: “TI am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
“ E. Tyrrevx, City Remembrancer. 

#3, Pollard, Esq.” 


“*We are of opinion that the 24th and 25th Vict. cap. 79, 
oes not transfer the powers conferred by the Municipal Act 

22 & 28 Vict. c. 66) on the justices of the county of the ci 
of London to the Metropolitan Board. The powers transferred 
are in terms, the “ powers conferred on the justices of the peace 
of any county, &c., so far as relates to the metropolis, defined 
the 18 & 19 Vict.c. 120.” Within the metropolis, as so 
defined, there are parts of four counties (Middlesex, Surrey» 
Kent, and Essex), and also the county of the city of London 
and the distinction between a county and a county of a city is 
carefully observed in the principal Aet. Thus the expression 
oF nage of the peace of any county,” as used in the 24 & 25 
Vict. does not necessarily include the justices of the peace of 
a county of a city, and that they were not intended to apply 
to the city of London appears to us to be placed beyond a doubt 
by the proviso that the expenses incurred by the board, in pur- 
suance of the Act which directs the transfer, shall be defrayed 
+ mout of the rates leviable by them within their jurisdic- 
, exclusive of the city of London. ‘The expense within the 
London of carrying the Gas Act into effect had been 
i sewers’ rate of the city, and 





it is not reasonable to suppose that it was intended to shift the 
burden on the ratepayers of the metropolis, exclusive of the 
city of London. 
“*W. ATHERTON, 
“* Temple, Jan. 9.” “¢ RounpELt Patmer.’” 


Mr. Situ, the solicitor to the board, laid before the board 
the following further opinion in reference to the above:— 

“Since writing our opinion of the 21st of October last, we 
have had occasion to reconsider the question whet the 
statute 24 & 25 Vict. c. 79, being the Act to amend the Metro- 
politan Gas Act, brings the city of London within the jyrisdic- 
tion of the Metropolitan Board of Works, and that reconsidera- 
tion has led us to alter the opinion we then gaye. 

“The yiew we now take of the Act is this——The powers 
teaasieres iy the Aah ace sxavene’ © OP 5M 
conferred on the justices of the peace of pay eae yi the 
defined metropolitan area; and although the city of Landon ys 
undoubtedly a ‘county,’ yet it is a county of & sity; an 
Act conferring the powers (being 22 & 23 Vict. c. 66) ind 
so carefully distinguishes between counties and counties of cite, 
clearly showing thereby that, as regards that enactment, t! 
one was not meant to include the other. The two Acts to 
which we have referred being strictly in part 4 tas 
same restricted meaning would, according to ¢ nag 
construction, be assigned to the same expression (justices 
counties) as aonerring in each of the slates; that sucl 
restriction was intended appears to us to ced beyond 
reasonable doubt by the proviso that the expenses of tat 
ing the exercise of the powers transfi ate to be d ; 
out of rates to which the city of London is not to ibute. 

“We are, therefore, of opinion that the Act confer a ihe 
Metropolitan Board of Works no power or jurisdi wi 
the city of London. ow, 

* Temple, Jan. 10.” “ Joun Gray,” 

These documents, so contrasting with each other, exgited 
some binge among the members of the board, and it x 

gested that further opinion should be taken, as she Attorngy- 
General had given his both ways; but eyentuslly the wi 
question was referred to thegas committee, 


. “hey 





i aba sie i 
ublic Companies, 


BILLS IN PARLIAMENT 
For THE Formation or New Lives or Rattway ix 
UNGLAND AND WALES, — 


_ ‘The Standing Orders have been complied with in the follow- 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE. 


New lines from Askern Junction to Goole, and from Gogle 
to Hull and Selby at Cave Sands, Capital, £248,000." © ~~ 


Bisnor’s WALTHAM, BoTLEY, AND BURSLEDON. 

New line between these points in connection with the Lon- 

don and South Western. Capital, £60,000. ; 
Eastern Countiss. 

New lines in Middlesex. The first commenging at Totten- 
ham, by a junction with the Northern and Eastern,.and termi- 
nating in junction with the North London Railway at Hackney. 
The second commencing at Edmonton, by a junction with the 
Enfield and Edmonton branch of the Eastern Counties Rail- 
way, and terminating at Tottenham. Capital, £160,000. 

MIDLAND. 

New lines—the first from Duffield to a junction with the 
Manchester and Midland Railways; the second from Great 
Bowden, in Leicestershire, to near Market Harborough; an 
the third from the Bristol and Birmingham to a junction 
the Birmingham Extension. Capital, £120,000. ; 

Min-Kent AND ADDISCOMBE. 
New line from Beckenham to Croydon. 
Newport anp Rype. 
New line from Newport to Ryde. Capital, £100,000, 


Nortu- Eastern. 
New lines between Blaydon and Conside, with 
aor, a ee Blay onside, with branches, 
Rickmaxsworty, AMERSHAM, AND CHESHAM. 
New line between these places. Capital, £91,000. - , 





so 


So Br fiom 


BUF SE BS 
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Soutns STAFFORDSHIRE. 


New line to connect the Cannock Chase and South Stafford- 
shire Railways, Capital, £40,000. 





MEETINGS. 
CocKERMOUTH AND WorKINGTON. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
31st ult.,a dividend of 10s. per share, being at the rate of £5 
per cent. per annum was declared for the past half-year. 


LONDONDERRY AND ENNISKILLEN. 


_ At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 4th 
inst., the following dividends were declared :—a dividend at the 
rate of 5 per cent. per annum to the 31st of December last on 
245 half-shares; also at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum on 
the 3,185 £10 preference shares; and at the rate of 5 per cent. 
per annum, being 6s. 3d. per share, together with 1s. 3d. per 
share on account of arrears, making 7s, 6d. per share, on the 
19,819 half-shares of £12 10s. each, the directors being indem- 
nified in the event of any proceedings being taken against them 
in respect of, and to the extent of, such arrears. 


Victoria STATION AND Pruico. 


_ Atthe half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 5th 
inst., a dividend of £2 per cent. was declared for the past half- 
year. 

WIMBLEDON AND CrorDon. 


, At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 4th 
inst., & formal resolution, declaring a dividend of 4s. per share, 
being at the rate of 4 cent. per annum, clear of all ex- 
penses or deductions, except income-tax, for the half-year, was 





The catalogue of private bills in the session of 1862, as 
made up by the examiners, has recently been issued. Of 329 pri- 
vate bills, the following relate to Scotland:—Aberdeen Police, 
Water, and Improvement; Bathgate and Airdrie Roads; Ber- 
wickshire Railway; Berwick-upon-Tweed Harbour; Caledo- 
nian Railway (Deviations, &c.); Caledonian Railway (Leith 
Branches); Deeside Railway; Dundee and Perth and Aber- 
deen Railway Junction; and Dundee and Newtyle Railway; 
Dundee Water; Edinburgh, Dunfermline, and Perth Junction 
Railway; Edinburgh, Dunfermline, and Perth Junction Rail- 
way (No. 2); Edinburgh and Glasgow, and Caledonian and 
Dumbartonshire Junction Railway Companies; Edinburgh and 
Glasgow, and Glasgow, Dumbarton, and Helensburgh Railway 
Companies; Edinburgh and Glasgow Railway; Edinburgh, 
Perth, and Dundee and Fife and Kinross Railway Companies; 
Edinburgh Roads and Streets; Forfarshire Roads and Bridges; 
Glasgow Barony Parochial Board; Glasgow Police; Great 
North of Scotland Railway; Greenock and Wemyss Bay 
Railway; Inverness and Aberdeen Junction; and Inverness and 
Rosshire Railway Companies; London and Edinburgh Ship- 
ping Company; North British Insurance Company; North 
British and Glasgow and South Western Railway and other 
Companies; North British Railway and Carlisle and Silorth 
Bay Railway and Dock Companies; North British Railway, 
Edinburgh, Perth, and Dundee Railway, and West of Fife 
Railway and Harbour Companies; North British Railway 
(Monkton Hill and Omiston and Dalkeith Branches); North 
British Railway and Port Carlisle Dock and Railway Com- 
panies ; Ross Turnpike Trust; Scottish Central Railway; 
ae a North Eastern Railway; Scottish Northern Junction 

way. 


Otinuain 
—— 


Anidversity Intelligence. 


CAMBRIDGE, 
Law. 

The Board of Legal Studies publishes the following subjects 
of examination for honours in law and for the Chancellor's 
Medal in the year 1863:— 

Roman Law.—Gaii Comm., Justiniani Institut., Digest— 
Lib. ii. (De Vindicatione), Cicero de Legibus.—For transla- 
tion. 





The paper of questions will be set principally from the 
Roman Law of Obligations and Actions. 


English Law.—Blackstone’s Comm. Vols. 3 and 4 (Private 
and Public Wrongs), Joshua Williams’s Law of Real Property, 





Broom’s Commentaries on the Common Law, Book II. (on 
Contracts). 

pe ny History.—Hallam’s Constitutional History, Vols. 1, 
2, and 3. 

International Law.—(a) Blockade, Right of Search, Right 
of Asylum in Neutral Ports.—Reference may be made to any 
English treatise on International Law, to Tudor's leading 
cases in mere law, and to the French treatises of Hautefeuille 
and Ortolan. (4) The Peace and Treaty of Ghent, Dec. 
1814. 


CHANCELLOR'S MEDAL. 


Roman Law.—(a) The matter comprised in the four books 
of Gaius and Justinian and explained in Sandars’s Notes and 
Commentary. (6) Ancient Law by Dr. Maine. 

English Law.—(a) Dwarris on the Statutes. (5) The Law 
relating to Justices of the Peace as explained in Paley on 
Convictions, and Stone’s Petty Sessions, 

English History—The reigns of William III. and Anne, 
with special reference to the leading statutes and state trials 
of the time, 

International Law.—Westlake’s Private International Law. 


~~ 


Tue Hovusz or Lorps.—In consequence of the death of 
the Earl Mount-Edgcumbe, Viscount Valletort, M.P., will 
take his seat in virtue of the earldom, he being the fifth earl. 
His lordship was born in 1832. By the death of Baron Pon- 
sonby, intelligence of which reached England in October, his 
cousin, the Hon. William Ponsonby, succeeds to the peerage. 
His lordship is the only son of the late Hon. and Right Rev. 
Richard Ponsonby, D.D., Lord Bishop of Derry and Raphoe, 
By the death of the Earl of Yarborough, Lord Worsley, late 

P, for Great Grimsby, succeeds to the peerage. By the 
death of the Earl of Eglinton and the Earl Fortescue the 
number of peers has been reduced by two, the nt Earl of 
Eglinton being only twenty years of age, and the present Earl 
Fortescue having for some time past had a seat in the House 
of Lords as Viscount Ebrington. 

In February, 1861, William Henry Stephens, designated as a 
“newspaper proprietor, formerly residing at Upper Belgrave- 
place, in the county of Middlesex, and now residing at Dunoon, 
in the county of Argyll,” obtained sequestration at his own 
instance. In this statutory examination the bankrupt said,— 
”Tcame to Scotland for sequestration, partly in order to avoid 
exposure in London, and partly because I understood thatthe 
matter could be carried through more cheaply in Scotland, and 
this was of importance to me, as my father had refused to 
make any advances for the purpose unless I came to this coun 
try. I was recommended to come to the county of Argyll in 
particular because I was not well, and because it was a quiet 
place, where unnecessary publicity would be avoided.” The 
bankrupt was discharged on the 17th of September, but mean- 
time a petition for recall had been presented to the Court of 
Session in behalf of two non-concurring creditors. The case 
was disposed of by the second division of the Court last week. 
Lord Justice Clerk, in giving judgment, said the present was 
a strong case for recall, and it seemed most expedient that the 
bankrupt’s estate should be distributed his creditors 
ing to the law of England. The rupt was an 
Englishman = no corte with oornaiish, bm 
creditors, with trifling exceptions (if any), were ish, w! 
estate (if any) was in England, and nd Pa avowed object in 
coming to Scotland was to obtain sequestration. It was 

uestration devised and intended in its origin and whole 
object, not for the benefit of creditors or for the distribution of 
the bankrupt’s estate, but for the benefit of the bankrupt alone, 
its sole object being to obtain his discharge. The claims of 
the creditors who had been certified as concurring had not been 
ranked on the estate, or even properly lodged in the seques- 
tration; the fact of adischarge having been obtained under these 
circumstances could therefore not be much regarded. The 
more he examined into the case, the more satisfied he became 
that this sequestration had been s mockery of the process of 
sequestration. 

The insurance statistics of last year reveal some very interest- 
ing and instructive insurance facts. During 1861, thirteen 
companies have ceased to exist; ten have transferred their busi- 
ness; five new ones have been founded, and nineteen projected. 
Forty-nine are now in Chancery under a winding-up 
seven of these having obtained admission into this list 
during the past year. Six com have changed their 
a of business, and one office has been opened. 

‘our secretaries, two actuaries, and five managers have been 
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appointed t to o fill up vacancies and by resignation and other- 
wise. The chairman of two insurance companies have been 
elected M.P.’s by two very large and influential constituencies. 
Four directors, two managers, and one medical officer have 
died during the year. One manager, one actuary, aud one 


secretary, being incapacitated 
retired into private life, 


by old age or affliction, have 


Since the year 1844 599 companies 


have been projected, 267 founded, 246 have ceased to exist, 52 
have opened branch offices, 187 have changed their places of 
business; 11 amalgamations have been effected; 144 offices have 


transferred their businesses to 
been, or are being wound up in 


other institutions, and 49 have 
Chancery. Ninety-three insur- 


ance companies have discontinued their fire business, or in 


cases where they were only fire 


offices they have been dissolved. 


a 


Court 


Court of 


Papers. 


Chancery. 


SITTINGS arrer Hizary Term, 1862. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 


The First Seal.— 
Friday, Feb. 7 { App. mtns. & apps. 


Saturday .. 8..Petns. & appeals 


YY --0010 
esday....11> A Ss. 
ednesday } 1 appen 
Second Seal.— 


We 
Thursday «13 fee & apps, 


The Third Seal.— 


Thursday .. App. mtns. & apps. 


Priday......21 
urday ..22 

onday ....24 
Tuesday ....2 25 
Wednesday .26 


Thursday ..27 


Appeals. 


The Fourth Seal.— 
App. mtns. & apps. 


"(The Fifth Seal.— 
Thureday .. it te 


turday . 
Monday ....10 Appeals. 
ng 
Wednesday .12 


The Sixth Seal.— 
Thursday 18 (Be ae 


Appeals. 


TheSeventh Seal— 
sa staat = mins. & apps. 
Friday.. ...21..Ap 
‘Saturday ..22,. Petitions and apps. 


Nortice.—The days (ifany) on which 


the Lord Chancellor shall be en- 
gaged in the House of Lords are 
excepted. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
Chancery-lane. 
The First Seal.— 
Friday, Feb. 7 Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Saturday... 8 { adj. sums., and | 
general paper. 
Tuesday... aT General r. 
esday. .12 it son 
The Second Seal.— 


Thursday ...13 Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday.....,14..General paper. 


Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday ...15 


Petns., sht. caus., | 


adj. sums., and 
general paper. 
Monday ....17 
Tuesday .. 4 General paper. 
Wednesday. .1 pth 
Third Seal.— 

Thursday “an (The & gen. pa, 
Friday......21..General 

Petns., t. causes, 


Baturday .,22 {ss sums., 
general paper. 


; Monday ....24 
, Tuesday ....25 >General paper. 
| +26 
| The Fourth Seal,— 
Thursday ,..27 { tas, & gen. pa. 
Friday...... 28, . General 
Petns., sht. caus. ey 
Satrdy., Mar.1{adj, sums., and 
ral paper. 
Monday .... - 


Tuesday .... 4} General paper. 
Wednesday . 5 
The Fifth Seal.— 
| Thursday .. 6 {Tits & gen. pa. 
Friday...... 7,.General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday .. 8 2 adj. sums., and 
general paper. 
Monday .... 


10 
Tuesday ....11 General paper. 
Wednesday 12 Ae 
The Sixth -_ 
Thursdey ..13 t aoe & gen. pa. 
Friday......14,.General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday ..15 adj. Ben and 
gene! r. 
need eeeelT ee 
joanetay -»18 >? General paper. 
Wednesday 19 vas} 


TheSeventh Seal— 
Thursday ihe Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday.....-21..General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday ..22 { adj. sums. +» and 
general paper. 
N.B.—Unopposed petitions must be 
p and copies left with the 
eget on or — the Thurs- 
y preceding the Saturday on 
Stich it is intended they should 
be heard; and any causes in- 
tended to be heard as short causes 
must be so marked at least one 
clear day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard. 


LORDS JUSTICES. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 


Friday, Feb. 7 i= bi ved 
Satui oe-8 


rday 
enter - ooeelO 





Appeals. 


The Second Seal.— 
Thursday ..13 fo mtns. & apps. 


Petns. in lunacy & 





Friday......14 {bank appeal 
petitions, & apps. 
Saturday at 
Monday ....1 
Tuesday . Appeals. 
Wednesday. 8 (7 eae aes 
e Thi _ 
Thursday . pont mtns. & apps. 
Petns. in lunacy & 
Friday...... 214 bankey., appeal 
petitions, & apps. 
Saturday 1 
Monday .. 
Toseday 2 Appeals. 
| Wednesday. 4 aoe 
| Thursday .-27 } np. mtns. & apps. 
Petns, in lunacy & 
and | Friday......98 bankey., appeal 
& apps. 


| Tuesday . 
| Wednesday 12 





| Friday, Feb. 7 





Tuesday .. 
Wednesday . ; 


Thursday .. 6 


ine: Mar. 1 
Monday . = Appeals. 


(The Fifth Seal. 

l App. mtns. & apps. 
Petns. in lunacy & 

Friday...... 7 {onic appeal 
petitions, & apps. 

Saturday .. 8 


Monday .... er Appeals. 


Thursday ..13 { The Sixth Seal.— 


Friday......14 {nankey. appeal 
petitions, & apps. 

oo ool ; 

onday ....1 

Tuesday ....18 Appeals. 

Wednesday 19 

TheSeyenth Seal— 

App. mtns. & apps. 

Petns. in lunacy & 

Friday.... appeal 

titions, & apps. 


Saturday ..22..Appeals. 


Norice.—The days (if any) on which 
the Lords Justices shal! be en- 
gaged in the Full Conrt, or at the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, are excepted. 


V. C. Sm R. T. KINDERSLEY. 
Lincoln’s Inn, 
Friday, Feb, 7 { The First Seal — 


Sht, " canses adj. 
Saturday .- 8} sums.,é& gen. pa. 
Monday ....10 


Tree 0 fener pape. 


Wednesday. .12 smssniaitien 

e _ 
Thursday ..13 ios & gen. pa. 
Friday......14..Ptns. & gen. pa. 
Saturday ..15 pombe “= “eh 
Monday stoned 


Tuesday... General paper. 


v- The Third Seal 
e es 

Thursday . ‘an { he Thin Sea: 

Friday... igi & gen. Py. 
t. causes, 

Saturday 0022 sums., & gen. pa. 

Monday ....24 

TN es Page General paper. 


behgneremddsad Toe 
oer i 
Thursday ..27 Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday......28..Ptns, & 


Satrdy., Mar. 1 { 





The Fifth Seal.— 
Thursday .. 6 Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday....+» ar yn * 

t. causes, ’ 
Saturday ... 8 sums., & gen. ps. 
Monday ....10 


cay 1 | ener pape 
Wednesday .12 - 

Thursday 13 f eee 
Friday......14..Ptns. & gen. pa. 
Saturday Bote od hog 
Monday .....17 


Muenday 10 | Genera pepe. 


- “or TheSeventh Seal. 
e. a 
Thursday -.20} sftng, & gen. pa. 


Friday......21. ho & gen. ry 
. causes ; 
Saturday ..22 pool gen. pa. 
N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked, at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 


Y. C. Sir JOHN STUART. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
The First Seal.— 
Mtns, & gen. pa. 
Petns., sht. causes 
Saturday .. 8 { & general paper. ’ 


eesay | General paper, 
Wednesday. ,12 


Thursday ..13 { Jres gona sent 


App. mtns. & apps. | 
Petns. in lunacy & | 








_¥es.6, 1862, 
Friday.,....14..Petns. & gen. pa. 
| Saturday ..15 pene causes and 
Monday ....17 
| Tuesday ....18 > General paper. 
Wednesday .19 einen 
The — 
Thursday ..20 Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday....... 21..Petns. & gen. pa. 
Saturday ..22 om causes Aaa 
| Monday ....24 
| Tuesday ....25 > General paper. 
Wednesday. .26 The Fourth géal 
e Fow — 
Thursday ..27 H ion. Soak oe. 


Friday ....28..Petns. & gen. pa. 


Short canses and 
Satrdy., Mar. 1 ; 1 i 
Monday .... fc ainatal 


Tuesday ..,. 4 General paper. 
Wednesday 
Mis. ge. pu Seal.— 

Friday...... 7..Petns. Petns. gen x 
viedo 6a pe ae: 
Monday .. 
Tuesday .. oH General paper. 
Wednesday 12 

e Sixth Seal.— 

‘tns. & gen. pa. 


Thursday +184 Mt 

Friday ....14.,Petns. & gen. pa. 
Saturday ..15 pect como and 
Monday ....17 

Tuesday . aoa18 General paper. 
Wednesday .1 


venth Seal— 


Le 


Saturday ,.22,,Sh 

N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard a8 short causes must be 80 
marked, at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 


V. C. Siz W. P. WOOD, 
Lincoln’s ge 


Friday, Feb. 7 { 700, nt See 
Satuiny 0 fe coe 
Monday ....10 


Mcsey 11 |General paper. 
Wednesday. .1 


Thursday ..13 poy el 


ron ee 
Petns., 9 


Saturday .,15 } 4 general paper 


Monday cl} 
General paper. 


Tuesday .... 
Wednesda: 
Thursday 20 { The, Tied Seal — 


Friday......21,.General paper. 

’ . Petns., sht. causes, 
Saturday 2a fe & general paper. 
Monday ....24 ’ 

Twos 94 Gamal pepe. 


‘ednesday, .26 
The FourthSeal.— 
Thursday ..27 Mtns. & gen. pa. 


Friday,.....28..General " 
Saturd.,Mar. 1 pete abe ' 
Monday .... 3 


Tuesday .... a 
Wednesday . 5 Seal 


Thursday .. 6 re 
+ DBs 

Friday...... a IY 3 

» Sht. causes 
Saturday .. 8 { Stee epee 
Monday ....10 
Tuesday ....11 > General paper. 
Wednesday ..12 
Thursday ..13 tere 
Friday......14 


. General paper. 
Saturday ..15 ih hy Se GET, 
Monday . 


& general paper. 
Tuesday .... sia} General paper. 


Wednesday ..19 intent. 
Thursday ..20 ome pa. 3 
Friday...... 21..General paper. 


Saturday a0 ff 

i oa 
eard as causes” 

fail a laces one | ‘day 
before the same can be pyt in the 
pepertobesohesrd, = 
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SSS a 


Haw Stents’ Journal. 


LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY, 1861-62. 

Mr, Frxeuax Oxivern Haryes, on Conveyancing, Mon- 

day, February, 10. 


- Wieizam Murray, on Common Law and Mercantile 
Lew, Friday, February, 14. 


——_~+---—-- 


Marriages and Beaths. 
MARRIAGES. 
BATTY—WILSON—On Feb 1, Espine Betty. Hs. ,of St. Stephen’s-gree 


‘Dublin, i 

— at jaw, to of Robert Wilson, =. ey 

RENT MORE ¥—On Jan 30, J. H. Wrentmore, Esq., 

coln’s-inn- malts, solicitor, to Katherine, daughter of the late Willan 
, 

—On Feb 3, A ¥i . of 
tne Temp, barr aay to berms es Mary, nag 
of the late Mr. Suetice Ohambré. sé ” 

ia a 2. B: _* 
A Feb 2, at Bridgend, Glamorganshire, Cadogan Morgan, 
of the Middle Temple, barrister, : 63, 


paat On Fah Feb 4, — Notts, Emily, infant daughter of 


“On Jan 30, at vat Bouihbank, near near Edinburgh, Russell, 9 
-§., and late Priveipal Clerk of Session, aged 82. - 44 


——>--—— 
Ranton @ @arettes. 


Professional Parinsrsdips Disselbed. 
Fawar, Jan. 31, 1862, 


§ Willis, & Thomas Swinburne (J, W. & T. Swinb 
Be. 3. wand Solicitors. GP. By ee gi 
ToxsDax, Feb, 4, 1962. 
Ea Denmmereiy. b Richer’ Bsincis Leake, Long Beckley Welford, 
N acid Solicitors (Edwards & Leake). 


Jan. 29, ‘By mutual consent. 
GM indings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 


Frivay, Jan. 31, 1862, 
DMLIMITED iy Cuanceng. 
and Life Insurance Company.—Order to wind-up, Jan. 


a ts a tai 


ow s arse 






Limited).—Commissioner Wane will, on 
eb. 21, at) ite list 7. 
“Jo. 3. pocorn oe ot x coneriaeerie of this company. 


Toxspat, Feb. 4, 1862. 
Lauren m Bangrurtor. 


Great Northern and Midland ited).—Creditors 
Thele debts elore Commiayoner Goglburn, on Feb, 28a 1h. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day of Claim. 
Farwar, Jan. 31, 1862. 


Peay, Salem, Pipettes Lncetngnive, Parmer. Feb 12. Sols Rice & 
Cubitt, Sir William, Great George-st, Westmister. May 6. Sols Bircham, 
Douglas, General Sir Howard OB 18 Green-st, Grosvenor- 
; Sie Fare, Ouery, © Farr 66 Lincoln “t wd 
id, Soap Agen t. March 1, Sol Clough, 
Charles, Wanstead Hail, Essex, Esq. March 25. Sols 


, Douglas 
& Satchell, London. 
ea! h, Joseph, - if saat pot Esq. March 1. Sols An- 


Graham, A'exander, Chapel-st, Grosvenor-sq, Middlesex, Gent. April 2. 
Sols Capron, Brabant, Capron, & Dalton, Savile-pl, New Burlington-st, 
s, John, Beremest, Cheadle, Staffordshire, Gent. March 25. Sol. 


ker, 
Je ris, John, nl -ter, Pomeroy-st, ‘Hatcham, near Deptford, yu A 
Gent., formerly of the Grove lron Foundry, Great Guildford-st, Sou 
wark, Surrey, Ironfouunder. March 31. Sol Holmer & Robinson, Ss 
Dowgate-hili, Loudon. 
Jones, Anne, Vale-st, Denbigh, Spinster. July 5. Evan Pierce, M.D. 
mry-pls igh, and William Parry, Chemist, High-st,Deabigh, 


5 ne ete Si eat 





| 


“fizne; Jones, West Grinsted, Rams, ¥eoman. March 26. Sol Medwin, 
Horsham. 


Surtees, Aubone, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, and Pigden, 
Wine Merchant. April 7. Be) Suaaton, 78 Pllgeones 2 


am b 
he, ~~~ reaeens Ipswich, Timber Merchant. March 20. Sol Nash, 
be od bo Anne, Bearstead, Kent. March 27. W.H. Bond, 8 Bell-ya, 
whiss, pos formerly of Redcliff-hill, Redcliff, Bristol, but late of 3 Cla. 
rence-pl, Coronation-road, Bristol, Boot and Shee Maker. March 
Sol Hobbs, Bank of Kugland Chambers, 12 Broad-st, Bristol. 
Turspay, Feb. 4, 1862. 
Brent, William Brent, Gower-st, Middlesex, and Dinebid tnt 
Eoq. March 1. Sols Philipe he Andrew, 44 Linepia'y- ‘teldy, ie 
Cubiti, Honor, Bunch of Graj Public House, y, 
Widow. Feb 20. Sols Biligy Bannister, & Barony, Buy 
Fenness. Robert Richard, Liogpenant in he Majesty 
Footy March 7 Sols’ Tayler Jaquet, 18 Boathees, ames 
x. 
Grant, Duncan Trevor, formerly of Li afterwards of 
Jand, and Aldershot, ‘Hance, but bat ye 
citius, Major and Barrack Maste’ 
Sol hg 8 Farnival’s-inn, Lon 
soe, een Rothwell, “cn Farmer. ae sa 
Creditors under Egistes in Chgucery, 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fatway, Jan. 31, 1863. 

Gagner, Allee, Wroorium Fey form Relesdehirs, Miley, Heb 2%. 
Cooper, Ragzeter: oats" Cua » Bedfordshire, Gandener. 
Hunbay Anta ee rg Lhe wees YF) , in the year 1813. Mapeh 10. 
Parry, Boner y- Benet, ¥ Wal. -st, Nein, Carnarvonshire, Widow. March 10. 


ne ate ir cea tree aN 


ey, fo, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Solicitor. Feb 24, Coxon #, Ridley, 
Thomason’ Eieabeth, 12 Sidney-pl, Bath, Widow. Feb 95. Jenin ° 


Thom 
Thompson, Henry, 72, Bolsover-st, Portland-pl, Middlesex, fea 
ompson v. Thompson, Y. C. Kindersley, 


March $. Th 
TugspayY, Feb. 4, 1862. 
a 53 Strand, Middlesex, Hosier. Feb 25. Nelson v. 


Foth Robert Fi 
atheringham, Dw see Tica ee Feb 
bers ee , Ramsey, Hantingdonshire, Farmer. Feb 28. Ravenscroft 
Potts, 


» sattim, Cheahine, Genk. Feb 2. s. Doont 
es, Everton Village, Lancashire, Gent. Ss Mest Hm 
wrges VC. teat 

eo, Shaeas, 4 Cottage-rd, Pimlico, Middlesex, Gent. Feb 28. Rolly ¢ 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Faiway, Jan. 31, 1862. 


George Samuel, & William Dickinson, North Shields, Morsh- 
umberland, Drapers. Jan 6. Sol Dale, North Shields. 
Gieaves, William, Abbotsiley, Huntingdonshire. 
Wilkinson & Butler, St. Neot’s. 


Tusspay, Feb. 4, 1862. 
Soins. sone , Union-ter, York, Sheep Jobber, Jan 37. Sol Phillipe, ® 
York 
Eiliott, Frederic, Nottingham, Lace Manufactuser. Jan 93. Sols Parsons 
& Son, Nottingham. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Get, 1961. 
Fripar, Jan. 31, 1862. ‘ 


Allison, John, & James John Allison, Sunderland, Corn Factors. Dee #1. 
Assignment. Reg Jan 28 


Henry, & William White, 123 St John-st, W: - 
| Aimbelge, chard Henry, Gera he heges Landtn, Gar Sapa. 


a Assignment. R fone ‘ 
Pee, Oesrenpeneiehs od , Farmer. Dec3i. Assignment. 
27 - 


Bunyard, Sr cant be 8 Bucklersbury, London, Merchant. Dec 31. Convey- 
ance. 


Butcher, Catherine, Fosters Booth, Pattishall, Horthaenphongtir?, Widow, 
Innkeeper. Jan 14. Assignment. Reg Jan 29 

Chappell, John, Horbury, Yorkshire, Mungo Manufacturer. Jan 3. Com- 
position. Reg Jan 30. 

Charlier, Sarah Elizabeth, 3 Bristol-gardens, Maida- —_ Paddington, 
Middlesex, Widow. Dec 3i. Composition. Reg Jan 

“> penne 82a Oxtord-st, Middlesex, Jeweller. aie rn Assignment. 

Coates, ‘Wiliam, 4 York-rd, King’s-cross, Middlesex, Potato Salesman. 
dan 14. Composition. Keg Jan 30. 

Cox, apace. ag fan 8. Birstal, Yorkshire, Schoolmaster. Jan 25. 

mis Matravers, Dorsetshire, Smith. Jan 48. 

Dalton, John, Firebeacon, Fulstou, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Oct 25. 

claration of Trust. Reg Jan 29. & af 
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Dean, Eliza, Drayton, Berks, Widow. Jan 28. Assignment. Reg Jan 29. 
x oe James, jun., Gresham-st, London, Warehouseman, Jan 17. 
tion. Reg Jan 29. 

Francis, George Richard, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Fishing Merchant. 
Jan 3. Assignment. Reg Jan 30. 

Hanson, William, Richard Hanson, John Hanson, & Joseph Hanson, Skip- 
oo Mechanical Engineers. Jan 24. Inspection. Reg 

fan 27. 

Harling, Daniel, & Thomas Richmond, Bridge End, Habergham, ~ 
Burnley, Lancashire, Machine Makers (Daniel Harling & Co.). Jan 6 
Composition. Reg Jan 28 

Be Hebblethwaite, Mirfield, Yorkshire, Maltster. Jan 28. 
posi Reg Jan 29. 
= James, Sea Farm, Rye, Sussex, Farmer. Jan 7. Conveyance. 


3 3U, om Kingsland, Middlesex, Draper. Jan 2. 
position. Reg Jan 29 
ag James, Red Deer Public-house, Gonbelion: rd, Middlesex, Vic- 
tualler. Jan3. Assignment. Reg Jan 30. 
— - john, Manchester, Tailor and Draper. Jan 21. Composition. 
‘an 3 
ns og Gorleston, Suffolk, Fishing Merchant. Jan 2. Assignment. 
jan 28. 
— Seer, Edmonton. Middlesex, Draper. Jan 6, Assignment, 
‘an 30. A 
<< t. — William, Biggin-st, Dover, Baker. Jan 2. Assignment. 
an 
Parsons, Charles Frederick, Ship Tavern, Glass house-yard, Aldersgate- 
st, Middlesex, Licensed Victualler. Jan 1. Assignment. Reg Jan 27. 
Ray, William, 90 Lower Thames-st, | tat Ship and Insurance Broker. 
Jan 22. Composition. Reg Jan 29. 
a ye 64 . Broad-st, Birmingham, Draper. Jan 20. Com- 
jan 2 
— a bt aE Birmingham, Draper. Jan 20. 


ti Reg Jan 28. 
. _ ton, Robert, Bradford, Innkeeper. Jan 1. Composition. Reg 
lan 27. 
"alah, Se pone he, rg 14 Sykes-ter, Mile End-road, Middlesex, and 
Essex, Ironmonger. Jan 9. Assignment. Reg 


rabberner, J John Loude, 27 Cornhill, London, Gent. Jan 16. Assignment. 
Jan 28 
Thomas, Jonathan, Abercanaid, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorganshire, Grocer. 
Jan 22, fm caller. Lng 27. 
pton, Hosier. Dec 30. Assignment. Reg Jan 27. 
Waterworth, Joe bing ed Salterhebble, near Halitax, Builder, Jan 1. 
Assignment. Reg Jan 28 
———, py ym , Russell-st, Landport, Hants, Builder. Jan20. Assign- 
m 
Whitaker, th Thomas, Talbot ter, Sheffield, Corn Factor. Jan 25. Assign- 
ment. 
eae William, Leake, Lincolnshire, Miller. Jan 1. Assignment, 
jan 2’ 
Winesbetien, Robert, oo _— Grocer and Corn Dealer. 
Jan 16. Composition. Reg Jan 29 


Tuespay, Feb. 4, 1862. 
on, rege London-st, Derby, Tailor. Jan 3. Composition. 


Reg Feb 
Appelby, a & William Appleby, New Invention, Willenhall, -* aeagel 
shire, Lock Manufacturers. Jan 8. Assignment. Reg Jan 30 
petany. ‘h Theodora Marianna, Plymouth, Widow. Jan 22. Assignment. 
eb 


Chadric, Thsnion Bury, Mill Furnisher. Jan3l. Composition. Reg 
Chandler, Jaen Thomas, Staple, Kent, Farmer. Jan 8. Assignment. 
Boe oy Bourton, Wiltshire, Farmer. Jan 4. Assigniient. 


Crickett, John, — —e Crickett, Margate, Kent, Bathers. Jan 20. 
ent. eb 
Crompton, Ellis, —_ Baker and Provision Dealer. Jan 21. Com- 
position. Reg Feb 
— arth, George, Selby, Yorkshire, Saddler. Jan 4. Assignment. Reg 
jan 3 
xemeaih, William James, 8 Bolingbroke-row, asim Surrey, Toy 
Dealer. Jan 30. Composition. Reg Jan3 
Livingston, Jane, Dyke-rd, Brighton, Widow an Boarding School Pro- 
prietor. Jan7. Assignment. Reg Feb 3. 
. Charles, James Hyde, & William Billing, aie | Merchants 
(Macguire, Hyde, & Co.). Jan21. Assigninent. Feb 3. 
Mansbridge, Thomas, Wood-st, London, Warehouseman. Jan 31. Com- 
position. Reg Feb |. 
a Langley, Warwickshire, Farmer. Jan 2. Assign- 
men an 30. 
Parr, William, Nottingham, Builder. Jan6. Assignment. Reg Feb 1. 
Reg F ‘yeaa 10 Argyle-st, Bath, Grocer. Jan 11, Assignment. 
eb |. 
Rigby, George, Preston, Innkeeper. Jan6. Assignment. Reg Feb 3. 
Ta: ior, — Birmingham, Cabinet Maker. Jan 18. Assignment. 
eb 1. 
, Mary, & William Whear, Kilkhampton Town, Cornwall, Maltsters. 
Jan 9, Assignment. Reg Jan 31. 
Wood, David, ee Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer, Jan 18. Compo- 
sition. Reg Feb 1, 


Bankruyits. 
TvespaY, Jan. 28, 1862, 


Adlard, James, Rose Cottage, Pond-lane, Clapton, Middlesex, Working 
Lithographer. Pet Jan 27. London, Feb 20. Sol Walker, 33 Clem- 


Arkill,: — 26a Old oy Doctors’ Commons, London, Green Grocer. 
Pet Jan 25. London, Feb 13. Sol Wright, 123 ag aeons 

Astley, Thomas, 5 Pippin-st, Four Lane-ends, within Blackburn, 
en ae eae. Pet Jan 22. Blackburn, Feb 10. Sol Clough, 
Blackburn. 


Ball, Cream, Set Oldham, Umbrella Maker. Pet Jan 16. Old- 
ham, Feb | 

Balmforth, ee 127 Portland-st, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet Jan 24. Liverpool, Feb 10. Sol Blackhurst, Liverpool. 

Barfield, Daniel, Northampton, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. Pet Jan 
24, London, Feb 12. Sols Metcalfe, 4 Furnival’s-inn, and Becke, 
Northampto 

Batho, Willan, *& Daniel Jones. Wrexham, Denbighshire, Brewers: Pet 
Jai24. Liverpool, Feb 10. Sol Rymer, Liverpool. 

Beard, William, 5 Robert’s-pl, Brunswick-st, Dover-rd, Borough, Surrey, 
Tailor. Pet Jan 22. London, Feb il. Sol Angell, 23 King-st, Cheap- 


side. 

Beecher, James William, 53 & 186 Brick-lane, ciate, a6 Pout Middlesex, 
Tailor. Pet Jan 24. London, Feb 12. Sol W ye 6 

Bilham, Robert Thomas, Aldeburgh, Suffolk. sy Jan 22. Framliing- 
ham, Feb 17. Sol Culley, Norwich. 

Bishop, Charles, Red Lion Inn, Bitterne, i. Plumber. Pet Jan 23. 
London, Feb 7. Sols Paterson & Son, 7 Bouverie-st, and Mackey, 
a 

Bright, Joseph, Boston, Porter, Great Northern Railway, Pet Jan 27. 
London, +) 14. Sols Steele & Co., 44 i 

. ‘Aaron, West Shefford, Berkshire, Baker. t Jan 20. London, 
Feb 14. Sol Pook, Basinghall-st. 

Bryant, Wrightson Robert, 7 Selwood-pl, Brompton, Middlesex. Pet Jan 
23 Baatghall pauperis). London, Feb 12. Sols Fenton & Son, Bevois- 
ct, -st. 

Castle, Henry, W antage, Berkshire, Innkeeper. Pet Jan 23. London, 
Feb 19. Sols Ford & Lioyd, 4 Bloomsbury-sq, and Bartlett, Abingdon. 

Cave, John, jun., Spalding. Lincoln, Gardener. Pet Jan 24. Birming- 
ham, Feb 13. Sols Maples & Son, Spalding, and Hawkridge & Heath- 
cote, Nottingham. 

Chapman, James, Brentwood, Essex, Blacksmith. Pet Jan 22. London, 
Feb 12. Sols Preston & Dorman, 13 Gresham-st. 

Chaundy, John Godfrey, & Henry Harris mera Muswell-hill, Boar- 
stall, Buckinghamshire, Cattle and Sheep Dealers. Pet Jan 20. Lon- 
don Feb 14, Sols Chilton & Co., 25 Chancery-lane. 

Cleeton, Thomas, Leigh Sinton, Leigh, Worcestershire, Butcher. Pet Jan 
23. Birmingham, Feb 7. Sol Corles, Worcester. 

Cobbett, William, Battersea-park, Surrey. Adj Jan 18. London, Feb 11. 

Coldwell, William Lawrence, 88 Chalton-st, Somers Town, Middlesex, 
Baker. Pet Jan 24 (in form& pauperis). London, Feb 11. Sol Silves- 
ter, 18 Great Dover-st, Surrey. 

Cole, William, Northgate-st, “Gieuaveten, Tailor. Pet Jan 24. Glou- 
cester, Feb 8. Sol Wilkes, Gloucester. 

r, Samuel, 34 Back Water-st, Manchester, Leather Cutter. Pet 
‘an 25. Salford, Feb 15. Sol Baker, Manchester. 
oéoke William, Silsoe, Bedfordshire, Shopkeeper. Jan 17. Bedford, 


Feb 7. 

Cookes, Edward, 67 Ruston-st North, Birmingham. Pet Jan 23. Bir- 
mingham, Feb 14. Sol Allen, Moor-st. 

Corney, John, Stockton-st, West Hartlepool, Journeyman Painter. Pet 
Jan 14. Hartlepool, Feb 3. Sol Marshall, a 

Davies, Benjamin, Old Lion Inn, King-st, Pembroke, . Pet Jan 
25. om gina Feb 17. Sol Parry, Pembroke. 

Davies, Evan, Newport, Monmouthsh re, Ship Owner. Pet Jan24. Bris- 
tol, Feb 14, Sol Cathcart, Newport. 

Davies, John, High-st, Homerton, Middlesex, Butcher. Pet Jan 25. Lone 
don, Feb 12. Sol De Medina, 14 St Benet’s-pl, Gracechurch-st. 

Davies, Richard, Peterchurch, Herefordshire, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Jan 23. Birmingham, Feb 10. Sols Hodgson & Sou, Birmingham. 

Dear, Nathaniel, 5 College-grove, Camden Town, Middlesex, Carpenter. 
Pet Jan 24, London, Feb 20. Sol Ablett, 6 Newenstle-st, & Strand, 

Dennis, Samuel, Rayleigh, Essex, Carpenter. Jan22. London, Feb 12. 

Distin, ‘Thomas, Bay View House, Paignton, Devonshire, Builder. Pet 
(in form pauperis), Totnes, Feb 10. 


Drew, John, 13 Took’s-ct, Cursitor-st, Chancery-lane, Middlesex, Law 
=. Pet Jan 24. London, Feb 12. Sol Holt, Quality-et, ¢ Chan- 
ry-lane. 


Eakins, Thomas, 1 Wood-st, Stratford-on-Avon, Currier. Pet Jan 25. 
Stratford-on-Avon, Feb 10. Sol Griffin, Leamington. 

Ferris, John, 5 Hillgrove-bldgs, Whitchouse~ -st, Bedminster, Bristol. 
Pet Jan 33. Bristol, Feb 7, Sol Williams. 

Garner, Thomas, jun., 14 John-st, Holland-@, Blackfriars-rd, Baker. Pet 
Jan 25. London, Feb ll. Sol Chipperfield, 3 Trinity-st, Southwark, 

Genner, Enoch, & Elijah Genner, Aqueduct, Rm Sal 
—, Pet Jan 20. Madeley, "Feb 15. Wellingtons 
Shropshire. 

Glasscock, John Thomas, 37 Long Fellow-rd, Mile End, Middlesex, Corn 
Dealer. “¢ Jan 24. London, Feb 11. Sols Preston & Dorman, 13 


resham-st, 

Goodyear, Holroyd, Brighouse, Halifax, en. Pet Jan 24. Hali- 
fax, Feb 14. Sols Ingram & Baines, Halifax. 

Griffiths, John, Kington, Herefordshire, Buteher. Pet Jan 25, Kington, 
Feb 9. Sol Cheese, Kington. 

Hammond, George, 18 & 19, King’s-row, Walworth, Surrey, Builder. 
Pet Jan 27, London, Feb 20, Sol Gower, 40 King William-st, London. 

ay Fie John Francis, Ilkeston, menenies Draper's Assistant. Pet Jan 

Belper, Feb 11. Sol Lees, Nottingham. 

inten Catherine, & William Hurlstone, 1 Robert-st, Vine-st, Waterloo- 
rd, Surrey, Surgical Instrument Makers. Pet Jan 25. Feb 12. 
Sol Stopher, Coleman-st. 

Harris, Anthony, Leckhampton, near Cheltenham, Market Gardener. 
Pet Jan 24. Cheltenham, Feb 11. Sol Wilkes, Gloucester. 

Hart, Mark, Great Ellingham, Norfolk, ae. Pet Jan 23. Attle- 
borough, Feb 6. Sol Walpole, Northwol 

Hayter, ‘Thomas Cornelius, Shaftesbury, ‘Goach Parser ag Pet Jan 25. 
London, feb 12, Sol Drew, 4 New Basinghall-st. 

Haxworth, Arthur, Suffolk Coffee House, Holborn, "Middlesex, Pet Jan 24. 
(in forma pauperis). London, Feb 20. Sol Holt, Quality-ct. 

Hayward, Francis Moreau, 32 Geo rge-st, Hanover- 
Pet Jan 18. London, Feb 12. Sol Chedley, 25 old Jewry. 


ad 
Heaven, Edwin, 21 Old Boswell-ct, Strand, Middlesex, Builder. Pet Jan 





Baker, Arthur, 38 Sgtabe unten: Butcher. Pet Jan 24, Coventry 
1 Smallbone, Cc’ 


Feb 19, Sol 





23. ery 12. Sol Appleyard, be 8: inn. 
y, Blacksmith. Pet Jan 20, pen Griffin, 
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Hepworth, John, Paddock, Huddersfield, Scribbler. Pet Jan 22. Hud- 
dersfield, Feb 13. Sol Freeman 

Hin, Richard Harris, Kirkby Lonsdale, Westmorland, Stationer. Pet Jan 
24. Kirkby Lonsdale, Feb 12. Sol Pearson, Kirkby Lonsdale. 

Hines, Henry Augustus, 45 Clifford-st, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manches- 
ter. Pet Jan 22. Manchester, Feb 25. Sol Ambler, Manchester 

Hirst, = Charles Day, Aspley, Huddersfield, Cloth Millers. Pet Jan 

. eS ae, - mt Sol Dransfild, Huddersfield. nes 

8, n, Ploug! leycorn Brewery, Landport, Hants. t Jan 

22, Portsmouth, Feb 10. Sol Pe 


— Joseph Frederick, Buekhurst-hill, Chigwell, Essex, Saeapeneter, 
Jan 24. London, Feb 20. Sols Thomas & Hollams, Mincing-lane. 
Hughes, Alexander, 6 High-st, Stoke Bewineten, Middlesex, Draper. Pet 
Jan 23, London, Feb 12. Sol Catlin, 22 Ely-pl. 
= eee are ga Lansdown-ter, -st Kensington, Middlesex, 
Jan 25. London, Feb 19. Sol Weeks, 1 Falcon-sq. 
Hal ne, Willian, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Hay and reed Dealer. Pet 
Newcastle- under-Lyme, Feb 13. Sol Litchfield 
Hunt, William, 6 William-st, Lisson-grove, Marylebone, Middlesex, Green. 
F pate i gg mer 27 tay aed arg Neer ‘eb i Mo 
james, » Bridgnorth, Salopshire, eeper, Jan ridgnorth, 
Feb 3. Sol Stokes, Dudley. 
ae Og John, St Ann’s Well- rd, pe mag ore ne jSalesman, Pet Jan 
«Feb 5. Sol Brown, N 
Lesher Henry, ae ent 5 Suffolk, ——. ‘Ped Jan 22, Halesworth, 
Feb 11. Sols Moseley & Massey. Framling! 
Lemon, Thomas, Dukevst, Ca i, Machine , Pet Jan 21 
(in forma pauperis). Caraitt Feb 10. Sol Wilcocks, Cardiff. 

Malpass, James, 3 Shorter’s-ct, Throgmorton-st, ——— Stockbroker. 
Pet Jan 25. London, Feb 19. Sol Parkes, 11 Beaufort-b 
Mann, Henry, Church-rd, Nechells, b= ham, Gacke. Pet Jan 23. 

a. Feb 10. Sol Parry, Bi 

Menne, John, 16 Bucklersbu ry, London, 3 Merchant. Pet Jan 16: London, 
Feb ll. Sol Bailey, 8 Tebaneust- 

Miles, Edward, Huntingfield, Suffolk, Wheelwright. Pet Jan 24. Hales- 
worth. Feb 11. Sols Moseley & Massey, Framlingham. 

Miller, W'lliam, Christchurch, Hants, Adj. London, Feb 19. 

Mogg, John, 9 Lower-st, Lower- rd, Islington, Middlesex, Grocer. -Pet 
Jan 23. London Feb 1{. Sol Buchanan, 13 Basinghall-st. 

— Vincent, Blyth Livery Stables, Hammersmith Gate, Riding Mas- 

Pet Jan 23. London, Feb 12. Sol Mayhew, 21 Carey-st. 

Most, Nicholas, 1 Princess-st, Plaistow Marsh, Essex, Licensed Victu- 
aller. Pet Jan 24. London, Feb 12. Sol Unfell, 15 Clifford’s-inn, 

Mundy, Alfred, 97 Goswell-st, Clerkenwell, Middlesex, Dairyman. Pet 
Jan ae London, Feb 12. Sol Marshall, Hatton-garden. 

Nash, Hi 5 rhs Kent-st, Southwark, Surrey, Grocer. Pet Jan 
23. » Feb Sol Swan, 2 Great Knight Rider-st, Doctor’s- 
commons. 


Ockerby, Horatio, 21 Castle-st, Holborn, London, and 8 Victoria-terrace, 

cma New-cross, Kent, Law Stationer. Pet Jan 23 a forma 
London, Feb 20. Sols Fenton & Son, Basinghall-st. 

otfrer Ses pi jun., 4 High-st, St. John’s-wood. Middlesex, Plumber. 


Pet Jan 24. London, Feb 12. Sol Herring, Stafford-st, lebone-rd. 
Paine, Henry, » 934 Strand, Middlesex, Tailor. Pet Jan 24. jon Feb 
12. Sol Dr Drew, 4 New hall-st. 
Parkin, Charles, Hightown i, Yorkshire, Chemist. Pet Jan 24. 


nag 4 17. ‘Sol Harte, sites, an “i 
— illiam, bingdon-b! cot, ag ae r. Pet Jan 
Bristol, Feb 10. Sols Dowding & Burne, Bath. 
Pyereft, James Wallis, Iver, Bucks. Adj Jan 18. 7 Feb Il. 
Rackstraw, Philip Bumstead, 16 Surrey-sq. Old Kent-rd, Surrey, ye 
ee Pet Jan 24. London, Feb 12. Sols Peek & Downing, 10 


Reeves, Amos, “West Hill Lime Works, Dartford, Kent, Lime Burner. 
Adj Jan 20. — Feb 19. 
verton, Liverpool, Steam Tug Boat 


Reid, James Croft, 99 Spencer-st, E 
Proprietor. Pet Jan 4. Liverpool, Feb 10. Sols Anderson & Collins, 


William, West-st, Weil-st, South Hackney, Middlesex, Liquid 
Manufacturer. Pet J Jan 25. London, Feb 12. Sols Marshall 

& Son, 12 Hatton-garden. 

Richards, James Hawkins, 20 Havant-st, Portsea, Builder. Jan 27. Lon- 
don, Feb 19. Sol Jones, 5 New-inn, Stand, and Paffarard, Portsea. 

gy be Matthew, Darlington, Commission Agent. Jan 15, Feb Il. 

Rockiliffe, John Lees, Denton near Manchester, = gm eran Agent. 
14, Manchester, Feb 25. Sol Swan, Mancheste: 

—. Thomas, Kingswood-hill, Oldland, Gisneuatenbien, Beer Retailer. 

Jan 22. Bristol, Feb 7. Sols Chfton & Benson, 
Seally, ea Redland, Bristol, Clerk. Pet Jan22. Bristol, Feb 7. Sol 


Seavers, W! Joseph-st, Leeds-rd, Bradford, be gaa t. Pet Jan 
23. bradford” "Feb 10. Sol Hutchinson, Bradford -~ 


Jan 


r, Henry, hat vane ba Kent, Builder’ Jan 20. London, bg 12. 
Sk Charies, Bank, Kingswinford, Staffordshire. Pet Jan 23. 
ridge, Feb 17. alt; A 
Smith, Isaac, 8 Ryder-st, , Mechanic. Jan 21. Manchester, Feb 
25. Sol Foster, 


Smith, John, Chalk-farm, Caadington, Beds, Farmer and Bali. Pet 
aon. Surrey, Tobacconist. Pet 


Jan 23. Luton, Feb 8. Bol 

Smooker, Thomas, 144a Tooley-st, 
Jan 23. London, Feb 24. Sol Phipos, 20 Coleman-st. 

Soul, Caleb, 85 Queen-st, , London, Mannfacturing Perfumer. 
Pet Jan 17. London, Feb ll. Sols Lofty, Potter, & Son, 36 King-st, 


au William, Epsom and Dorking, Surrey, Draper. Pet Jan 17. 
London, Feb 19: Sols Davidson, Bradbury, & Hardwick, 22 Basing- 


hall-st. 
Sproston, William, 24 Love-lane, Eastcheap, London, Wholesale Fishmon- 


ger. Pet Jan 25. London, Feb 18. So! ‘Bastard, 25 Philpot-lane. 
_ a Am Tweed, Heat = and Shoe Maker. Pet Jan 24. Honiton, 


sree Henry, £ We mig, wer aly oh aaa Instrument Maker. Jan 





Thomas, Henry, 7 Station-st, Aberdare, Painter. 
Jan 23. Aberdare, Feb 15. Sol. Forwood, Merthyr Tydfil, 

Thomas, Thomas Edward, Bull i. Go a ee 
Innkeeper. Pet Jan 24. Bristol, Feb 14. Sol Cathcart, Newport. 

Thompson, William, Thompson-st, aaa ee Pet Jan 16 
Hartlepool, Feb 8. Sol Marshall,West Hi 

Thorman, Robert Charles, Bromley Palace, High-st. , Bromley, Middlesex, 
Plumber. Pet Jan 23, London, Feb 20. Sols Fenton & Son, Bevois~ 
ct, Basinghall-st: 

Tinson, George, 28 ‘Goldsmiths-pl, Goldsmiths-row, Hackney-rd, Middle- 
a st, Middlesex. Pet Jan 24. Lon- 
don, Feb 11 

Turpin, William, 16 Drake-st, Plymouth, Commercial Traveller. PetJan 
14 (in forma pauperis). Feb 8. 

Vaughan, William, Crewe-green, Alberbury, Salop, Shoe Maker. Pet Jan 
25. Shrewsbury, Feb 10. Sot Davies, Shre' 

Vincent, William Edward, Chard, Innkeeper. Pet Jan 20. Chard, Feb 3, 
Sol Paull, minster. 

Warden, James, Birmingham, Iron Merchant. Pet Jan 25. Birming- 
ham, Feb 10. Sol Suckling, Birmingham 

Wardle, Thomas Henry, 184, Lee Bank-rd, Birmingham, Commission 


Agent. Jan2l. Birmingham, Feb 14. 

Walker, John, Brinklow, Warwickshire, ire, Blacksmith. Pet Jan 21. Rugby, 
Feb 7. Sol Smallbone, Coventry. 

— John, Pemberry, Kent, Farmer. Pet Jan 24. London, Feb 20, 
Sols Harrison & Lewis, 6 Old Jewry. 

West, Joseph, 145 Al st, London, Builder. Pet Jan24. London, 
Feb 12. Sol Brown, 21 Finsbury-place 

Whiteman, Charles, Wanbarough, ‘Its, Carrier. Pet Jan 22. Bristol, 
Feb 10. Sols Kinneir, Swindon, and Prideaux, Bristol. 

Wilkinson, Charles Hennell, Pelham- villas, Brompton, Middlesex. Pet 
here Pe gag pauperis). Feb 12. Sols Fenton and Son, Bevois-ct, 

Williams, George, 64 College-st, Brompton, maar Foreman of Iron 
Works. Pet Jan 27. London, Feb19. Sol Allen, 64 

Willis, James, Densham-ter, Plymouth, Auctioneer. Pet Jan 14 (in forma 
pauperis). East Stonehouse, Feb 8. 


Wolf, William, Carlton Scroop, Lincolnshire, Commercial Traveller. Pet 
Jan 21. Grantham, Feb.11. Sol Brown, Lincoln. 


Wright, Thomas, 47 Sloane-sq, Chelsea, Builder. Pet Jan 23. London, 
Feb 12. Sol Neate, 14 Southampton-bldgs. 
rei Jan. 31, 1862. 
Adams, Alfred, Alstone Fie! . Pet Jan27, Bir- 


, Staffordshire, Miller. 
=e. 10. Sol Hacker & Bloore, Leek, and James & Knight, 
Birmingham. 
Abmuty. Ch her Rigbye, 108 moo Middlesex. Jan 18. Lon- 
don, Feb 14. Aldridge, Moorgate-st. 
‘Allan, William, 55 Newgate-st, Bishop ‘Auckland, Fruiterer. Pet Jan 22. 
Bishop Auckland, Feb 13. Sol Proud, Bishop Auckland. 
Andrews, David, a te-st, Caddington, Herts, Tailor. Pet Jan 29, 
Luton, Feb 13. hepherd, Luton. 
Ashwin, James, sen, ar Church-st, Lozells, Aston, Warwickshire, Estate 
Agent. Pet Jan 27. Birmingham, Feb 14. Sol Parry, Birmingham. 
Aubrey, Thomas, Caledonian Inn, High-st, Merthyr Tydfil, Licensed. Vic- 
tualle. Pes Jan 28. Merthyr Tydfil, Feb 13. "sol Forwood, 


Babee 3 geongh. Birmingham, Surveyor. Pet Jan 29. Birmingham, Feb 
17. Sols James & Knight, Bi 
tt, Christopher, Loughborough, Grocer. Pet Jan 25. Nottingham, 

Feb 12. Sol Giles, Loughborough. 

Barrow, Thomas, Thomas-st, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. Pet Jan 29, 
Bristol, Feb 10. Sols Clifton & Benson 

Bartholomew, George, 56 Lavender-st, Brighton, Sussex, Beer Retailer. 
Pet Jan 27. Feb 18. Sol Goodman, Brighton. 

Beardmore, Rosanna, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Widow an Confectioner. 

Pet Jan 29. Birmingham, Feb 17. Sols James & Knight, Sirminghaan: 
Benney, Richard Greenwood, 12 Millbay-rd, Plymouth, Boot and Shoe 
Maker. PetJan29. East Stonehouse, Feb 15. v™Sol Gidley, Plymouth. 
Bogg, William, & Clayton, Scarborough, Grocers. Pet Jan 25. 

Scarborough, Feb 18. Sols Heep > & Meod: 
Bowdon, John, Harford-st, Bristol, Cabinet year Pet Jan 27. Bristol, 
Feb 14. Sols png hs Benson, 'Bristol. uainitshin, Deltten,:: tab denen 
Bowler, Joseph, High Wycombe, Bucking ° 
London, Feb 19, Sols Greville & Tucker, 28 St. Swithin’s-lane. 
Brotherton, Richard, Black Boy Inn- Newgate-st, Bishop Auckland, 
Painter. Pet Jan 22. Bishop A Feb 13. Sol Proud, Bishop 
Auckland, 


ore Pe a West Shefford, Berks, Baker. Pet Jan 20. London, Feb 
14, Pook, Basinghall-st, and Cave, Newbury. 
Brown, George, New ‘Thorley, Durham, ae Se Oey Pet 
Jan 22. Durham, Feb 11. Sol Marshal 

Brown, Henry Kittier, 75 Carlisle-st, St. Mans La inti beth, Surrey, Assis- 
tant Dose. Deeper 08 Gee agen of Sais Jan 22. London, Feb 11. 
Sol Steadman, 37 Essex-st, Strand. 

Staffordshire, General Broker. Pet Jan 30. Hanley, 

‘eb 22. 
Brown, Thomas William, mee Oil Merchant. Pet. Leeds, 


Brown, William, Burslem, Staffordshire, Potter. Pet Jan 25. Bir 
mingham, Feb 14. Sols "Treherne & Wolferstan, 17 Gresham-st. 
Stretford, Lancashire, 


pling, Augustus, formerly of Boot and 
Shoe Maker. Pet Jan 27. Salford, Feb 10. Sol Eltoft, Manchester. 
Cantor, Jacob, 4 Great Dover-st, Saint Mary, N Surrey, Watch 
and Clock Maker. Pet Jan 28. London, Feb, 14. Sol Silvester, 18 - 
Great Dover-st. 
Carter, George Charles, Fa: , Wheelwright. Pet Jan 27. Farn- 
ham, Feb 11. Sol White, Guil ford. 


Chadaway, Charles, , Leicestershire, Timber Merchant. Pet 
Jan 27. Birmisgham, Feb i0. Sol Duke, Birmingham. 

Challenger, John Henry, 20 Upper Cleveland-st, Fitzroy-sq, Middlesex, 
Journeyman Pianoforte Maker. Pet Jan 28. London, Feb 14, Sol 
Wright, 123 Chancery-lane. 

Charles, Thomas Frederick, 27 Davies-st, Berkeley-sq, eg ne Watch- 
berg Pet Jan 27. London, Feb 14. Sol Abrahams, 17 Gresham-st, 

Cherry, Thomas, Beccles, Suffolk, and Shoe Maker. Pet Jan 28. 
Beccles, Feb 11. Sol Kent, 
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- aan Ouse poy? yp enone gp Farm Bailiff. Jan 21, London; 


ee tong Balpe rd Cana, Retailer of Cigars. Pet Jan 
Feb 17... Bat BI 
tus, 39 Sherbonrne-st, Downham-ra, Islington cada. 
Pet dan 27, London, Feb 19. Sol Henthtield 


, William, Saint Gil: *s-st, Oxford, I nnkeeper. Pet Jan 25. 5 
Feb 11. Sols Parker, Rooke, & Parker, 17 Bedford-row, tor ley, 


Corbett, Henry, 101 Bath-row, and 32 Summér-row, Birmingham, Fire 
Brick Manufacturer. Pet Jan 27. Birmingham, Feb 14. Sol Smith, 


Cox. oe rpg Regis, og he bite. 2 of Greyhounds. Pet Jan 24. 
Wan ‘eb 17. Sol Mantell, OB..  os - er 

Crabtree’ Hannah, Belton, Lincolnshire, wand Grocer. Pet Jan 21. 
Thorne; Feb 12, Sols Beckill & Phillips, Thorne, 

Daniels, Nathaniel, 50 Pembridge-villas, Bayswater, Middlesex, late of 
% Threadneedie-s. London, Merchant. Pet Jan 30. London, Feb 19. 

8 Harrison & Lewis, Old Jew) 
Dagny Bort, Hg Pasties Mion omtishlre, Plumber, Pet Jan 27. 
r, Fel arri 

Denham, William Thon 1s  Wilmingtota Clerk: pales 
Fancy Treaaing Manufacturer. Pet Jan 27. on, log 19, 
Gooke; 24 Bucklersbury. 

Dicken, Joseph, Victoria- ef Ealing, Middlesex; Builder. Jan 20. Lon- 


Feb 25, dasasier 
Dasdaie, Jone vee so i if ai or Hants’ 
Bookseller. . Pet . . ot den 3 
Elliston, Nutter, ut apton, Oll & and Colour Merchant . 29. 

London, Feb 20. Sols Paterson and Son; 7 Bouverie-st, and Vs 


Evans, Morgan, Llanegilwys Ucha, Gwenddwr, Brecknockshire, Takaes. 
Jan fi. 27... ‘Bristol, Feb 18. Sols Bishop, Brecon, and Bevan, Girling, 


F ; . Salop, Blacksmith. Pet Jan 28, ater Feb 15. 
+ Bartlett, a pe 


ilo, David, 23 W, calor Pimlico, Middle nee, Fe 
Po of. Linke, Fe setnstier, 4 Bartlett’s- 

Fiddes, Ropes Dunwell, 3 dermanbury, London, Mani sated F 
Linen Ss. t Jan 29 ie posi pauperis). London, Feb 14. 
Fenton, Basinghall-st. 

Flynn, William, 30 Adam-st, Cardiff, Draper. Pet Jan 24. Bristol, Feb 


Henderson, 
Ford iam Burton (and riot William Barton Ford, as previously ad- 


F sawick, 8 ese? rk-ter. No Ni hill, 
Widdicces, ees ie 1 Mumford-ct, Milk-st, Leda Traveller for a Whole- 
Alpaca Warehouse. Pet Jan 24. London, Feb 19. Sol Eyre, 32 


Poclier 
ou is a Hots Dab — 


BS ae fee dy 7) Sng feb 1 vitae Pe ante ert | 


in, Church-st, Trowbridge, a to let Horses’. Pet Jan 
Feb 13, row 
of Fa eh 9 P Baker ih Cicer wit ian 2: 
Lagan, Py: Sols Shirrett & Son, 7 ‘sinn-fel ahd Pol- 
uel, Sussex-ter, South-rd, Forest-hi}l, Keit, and U 
Hae, London, General Merchant, Pet Jan 24. Londoh, Feb 19. 
Buchanan, 19 Desig nghall-st. 
ee eat non, Miabgate, Leeds, Builder. Pet Jan 20. Leeds, 
1pson, 
He James, West Gren, t Isle of Wight, Baker. Jan 21. Lon- 
ae Sol Holt, Quality -ct 
f, 150 Spring-hill, Birmingham, & Richard James, 47, In- 
yt; roy fe do Wheel wrighits ard Blacksmiths (Hough & James). 
Pet Jan 28. Birmingham, 7 14. Sol Allen, Birmingham 
Inman, Joseph Thomas, 65 st, Hampsiead-rd, Middlesex, Sur- 
) agg Valuer. Pet Jan 25. London, Feb 19. Sol Renner, 29 Bed- 
TOW 
Jackson, William, Black Bull-yd, Lands-lane, Leeds, Chimney Sweeper. 
Pet Jan 21, Lends, Feb.13, Sol Hari 
Jones, Margaret, Cefngwyddil, Cardiganshire, Widow. Pet Jan 29. Bris- 
tol, Feb 14. Sols Lioyd, Lampeter, and Abbott, Lucas; & Leonard, 
Kavanagh, » John, 81 Earadise-st, Liverpool Sclieltor for a Boarding House 
eeper. Pet Jan , Fe Blackburst, Liverpool: 
Latham; Charles. Fast etford, f Coal Dealer. Pet Jan 
22. Thorne, Feb 12. Sol Smith & Atkinson, Doncaster.. 
Lindley, Ralph, Sutton, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. Pet. Maccles- 


field, Feb 11, Sol Cooper, Congleton. 
Lovett, Daniel, _. Hughendon, re; Builder. Pet 
28;. High Wycombe, Feb 17. Sol Clark, High Wycombe. 
Charles, Henry, Marlow, Buckinghamshire. Pet Jan 27. London, 
ie 48. Sol Empson, 61 doorga’ 
McKenzie, Samuel, Liverpool, “Builder. Pet Jan 29. Liverpool, Feb 12, 
Sols Owen & Mence, Liverpool. 
= ey, Joseph, 186 Great Dover-st, Dover-rd, Borough, Surrey, Clerk to 
@ Commission Agent. Pet Jan 28. London, Feb 11. Sol Munday, 6 
tic, Bran Somersetshire, Innkeeper. Pet. Wincanton, Feb 
Joseph, Park-greet, tec Coal Dealer. Maccles- 


han. Boot and Shoe 
‘*< Pet Jan 27,. Southam fa, a, Sol, Mackay, Southampton. 
Mundy, George, High-st, Winchester, General Dealer. Pet Jan 28, 

Landon, Feb 18. Sols Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-cham- 


Myers, Henry, Sheffield, Ironmonger. Pet Jan 29. Leeds, Feb 15. Sol 
ona Birmingham 

csoes Hotes 102 Aldersgate-st, London, Coach Lace Manufac- 

"aed Bel Tangs Ee London, Feb 19. Sol Fenton, 





Fas, 8, 1868): 
P. roy 3 Regent’s-park, MO tata 
i ia 27. 1 ie. Sol Leader, 59, Sener 
Penman, Ripert, Redruth, mieeee Draper. 


Feb 12. Sol Downi 
Sunder r Btip Builder. Pet Jan 27, Newesstie- 


Peveral, 
itson, Sunderland 
Pidsley, tetra Newport; near Barnstaple. Pet Jan $9, Bxéter 


upon-Tyne, Feb 12. 
Feb. 
Pitchford, William Woom Salop, Bidcksmith, 


Pet Jan 25. elington, e fae James, | 3 ial da ib a aie 
Powell, Jacob, Clothier ic-house, Liahgastock, reckpocbalia 
Uensed Victualler, Pet Pet fan : or tol, Feb 18, 
Brecon, & Press, 
Price, William, Narbeth, Pem st, Py hy SM Bilstal , 


Feb 11, Sols 
Randle, | William Henry, Kenilworth, Plumber. a 2h. racial 


Feb | 

SL 

m.., eran oe oe Shoe Maker. Pet Jai 

moe John, ‘Gicorth, Wh Siete Deiailel. Pet Jan 35. 

th | ener it va, iti i trinkeepér. Pet Jan 47 

hay 
— an 98” Noting eb. Som fogtam, ee gota Hsvet. 
sain, Ti Melrtles ley oh i 

ie ae aod i Bs paginas’ pemarrel 

tm te PPL is eh “apa 
2 Raymond-bidgs, G a 

‘Ann creams, Pet Jan 

ae Engineor, Pet Jan 87. Leeda; 

Pe asin. Publican: bet Jan 27; 

Hootaaker, Per Jan St. ieeds, feb if, 

by, Lincolnshire, Tailor. Pet Jan 24. Thorne, Feb i. 

Tate, Robert, remnant x, Corn Salesman. Pet Jan 


Sykes, iat 
Sol Ma 


ingdon, Middiese 
27. Lo Feb 21. As 27 Ractlonbasy. 
magia, 2 Lag si al are chester, Grocer. Pet Jan 98. Maas 


nar Pd i Seat “Hi * Pet Jan. merry 


feb Done: 

Vaughat pophilus, Cnb Ts Cha ie sian 
es Per Jan %8:, ee nes 13 
wood, Merthyr Tydiil hi. 

Wakinshaw, James Featonby, 8 West 8; re-st, Scots woadiat et 
castle-upon- meth tee ngineer’s Clerk, + Jan 29. Newe 
Sol Bram jurham 

Wallis, Nan John, Victoria-grove, Che Middlesex, f st india, Ancol, 
Pet Jan 29, London Feb 18, Bois te Blanc, Smale & Torr, . 
Bridge-st, Blackfriars. 

Wallis, Walter Edward, Brentwood, Essex, Baker and Confectioner, 
Jan 24. London, Feb 11. Sols Preston & Dormany 13 Gremeaiee 


London. 
Walters, yey et 9 East-st, Bedminster, Bristol; Tin Plate Workeis: 
Jan 29, Feb 14,, Sol Nash, Bristol 
Watson, William priate 3 Warburton-rd South, Loudon Pietas, is 
ney, Middlesex, ena Pet Jan 29. tae, b 25. 
Son, 7 Wilming! 


& te London. 
Weatey, John, Claren Casenton Inn, Clarendon-st, Leam se ra 
keeper and — Pet Jan 29. aiite meee Feb 1i. 


Leami 
Whitehead James, Wolve: mpton-rd, Sedgeley, Cater 
W Pet Jan udley, Feb It. etal, 
— John, — ag iteidare. uilder. Pet Jan #1 Ga 


peris). Cardiff, F Sol Ensor, Cardiff. 
weigh, Willa Pees, Leeds, Milliner. Pet Jan 27. Leeds; Feb 20. 


Tursparx, Feb. 4, 1862. 
Ainsworth, John, 4 Hope-st; Ashton Old-rd, Greengrocer. Pet Jan 98 
be apa rsee | Feb 27. Tol "Andree renee oad 
Amis, er Te Mt a rews-st, Bury St. Tord —_ 
lane, King-st, Great i pe - 1, 
Feb 18... Sols ie doer cats ta yond : 
pool, Feb 17. Sol Dake Live " ‘ 


Grosvener-ter, Newton Heath; near Mencheiten 
a Travellen Pet Jan 6. "Tian | damian Feb 25. 


chester. 

Bauwens, Felix Lievin, 22 Lie 1 dogg: Lys ong 15 Saint nt Asin- -st, West- 
mins + Jan a (in forma pauperis). 

Ba; mae ge yr IPN Ey A Clerk. Pet 

ohn, 4 um- wari arre » At ‘8 

Feb’ Lanion! Feb 19. ry Holt, Q ide —" 

bieketdiike, Goornt, 74 Rotherfield-st, eee Islington, Middlesex, Gas 
Eneipeer : Eocene ee (in form& pauperis). London, Feb 18. Sol Holts 

y-ct, r 

Bli aa, Richard mg Heathton, Claverly, Salop. Farmer. Pet Jan 

al. 2 Kai, rma 19. Sols Saunders & Son, Kidderminster, and 


James & Kn 
n, 32 3 Trafford: -st, Hulme; Manchester, Builder, 
Feb 15. Sol Lamb, Manchester. jo 
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Charen B 


ry Doneaster, 
ham, Feb 20 Sree beeen 
Grocer. Pet Jan 31. Kidder- 
Brown, Matthew, jun., 8, Hope-st, York, Grocer. 
Pet Feb l. Hi yeombe, Feb 17. Spicer, 
19 Mark-lane, 
ouse, Smethwick, Breeze 
Jan he ebay, Feb 18 I8. 
Carratt, Wil 
am-rye, Surrey, Merchant’s 
Clerk. Tee Jan 31. 


Fes. 8, 1862. 
Borne, Henry Charles , Boston, Grocer. "Pet Jan 30, Notting. | 
Broadfield, Edward Holloway, Stourport, 
minster, Feb 20. Sol Boyestt, Kidderminster. 

Pet Jan 31. York, Feb 
17. Sol Mann, York. 
Budd, Benjamin, Bate ay Ch Wycombe, Bu hamshire, 
Timber Deal 
Bukhsh, Kadir, 25 Whitecross-place, Finsbury, Middlesex, Turkish Bath 
Man. Pet Jan 30 (in forma pauperis). London, Feb 18, Sol Sorrell, 
a John Essington, 24 Pontmorlais, Merthyr Tydfil, Wire ashen: 
List he8 eae Tydfil, en 17. Sol Forwood, Merth: 
Sol Parry. Birmingham. 
Sixhills, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Pet Jan 29. 
Challenger, sesrp Hen Feb 19. Sol Brown, Lincoln. 
gw thew (and not Johti Henry as previously advertised). 
Osborne-villas, Peckhi 
London, Feb 19. Sol St. Aubyn, 38 Moorgate-st. 
Cooke, Richard‘ Millbrook-road, Freemantle, Hants, Tin Plate Worker. 

Pet Jan 27. London, Feb 14. Sol Hickman, Southampton. 
oe Silver-st, Ely, Bricklayer. Pet Jan 3i. Ely, Feb 20. 


y Laleeter, Tobacconist. Pet Jan 29. Leicester, Feb 15. 


Dares Inn, King-st, Pembroke, Innkeeper. Pet Jan 
Davies, Benjamin Fo ol ume : anaes ig 
ree is Inn, Tenby, ee) r. ‘an 13. Haver- 
Peuitecks Docks 


fordwest, 17. Sol Parry, 
Davis; James; 4 Wi » Finsbury, Middlesex. Pet Jan 31. 
London, Feb 14. Sol Nash, 12 Haberdasher‘p Hoxton. 
Dolby, 7 Ashton, Syston, Kesteven, Lincolnshire, Land Agent. Pet 
Dec 19. ottingham, Feb 20. “Sol Babves. Nottingham. 
William A aa Preston, Surveyor. Pet Jan 30. Man- 


14. Sol Whitw 
James; St James-st, Bacup, Lancashire, Boot and Shoe Maker. 
Manéhester, Feb 15. Sol Whitehead, 
Pet Jan 30. Frome, Feb 


, Carpenter. 


Ekstedt, Thomas James, 2 High-st, Newington, Surrey, Pianoforte Matiti- 
facturer. Pet Feb 1. London, Feb 19. Sol Cordwell, 22 College-hill. 
Evans, Edward, Cwmdur nag Llywel, Breconshire, Wool 
turer. Jan 31. Brecknock, Feb 17. Sol Forwood, Merthyr Tydfil. 
sen, New Mill, gna | 0 manana Pet Jan 28. 
s ngtiown, Ab April 1.” Sol Duke, Birmingham 
David, 48 Lee Bank-rd Birmingham, Haberdasher. Pet Feb 1. 
Birmingham, Feb 14. Sol Duke, Birmingham. 
Finney, Samuel, Mill-st, Leek, dshire;Intikeeper. Pet Jan $1. Bir- 
— Feb 17. Sols Challinor, Leek, and James & Knight, Birming- 


rrecaea 
Hetred etre Gomer it her her Ma 8 oe Majesty» Nay. Pe ret: Tan it Be irs Fe 


Beistd 
Garrington, Danzie Sawkins Hawkins, Burnham, Essex, Sail Maker. Pet 
Jan 31. Maldon, Feb 20. Sol Digby, Maldon. 
Hall, William Sg Berks, Grocer. Pet Jan 24. Farringdon, 
seluia: Asad, Hogwiesminaios F nd John J: SS} 
orthingham, Farmer, a ohn James Sumner 
by, Miter and Biker. Pet Jan 30. Horncastle, Feb 13. Soi 


Brackenbury, Alford. 
Harrison, Charles, Bri:igewater-st, Runcorn, Provision Dealer. 
22. Runcorn, Feb 19. Sol Bent. Manchester. 
Hinks, a Bicester, Corn Merchant. Pet Feb 3. London, Feb 20. 
8, Warwick-ct, Gray’ 's-inn. 
. Stephen’s-st, Norwich, Dealer in Toys. Pet Jan 30. 
Norwich, Feb 17. 
Pet Jan 


7 e 


chester, F 


Pet Jan 


Sol Bailey, Norwich. 
Horroeks, Richard, Vauxhall-r, Scholes, Wigan, Flour Dealer. 
9. Lancaster, Feb 27. Sol Rawlinson, Lancaster. 
Hoskin, William Henry, 5 York-st, Plymouth. Pet Feb 1. East Stone- 
house, Feb 19. Sols Elworthy, Curtis, & Dawe, Plymouth. 
Houldsworth, Joseph, Egerton-ter, —- Higher Broughton, Lanca- 
Printer. Pet Feb |. Manchester, Feb lo. Sols Bs & W. Mann, 


Robert, 2 Bridge-st, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Grocer. Pet Jan 30. 
under-| mg ly 13. . Sol Litchfield. 
H Pet Jan 31. Liverpool, Feb 17. Sols 
Evans, Son, & Sandys, Li 
Jackson, John, 8 Percy-st, Kingston-upon- -Hull. Pet Jan 30. Kingston- 
Hull, Feb 12. Sol Summers, Hull. 
, Halifax, Hand Loom Weaver. Pet Jan 
du Halifax. 


1 Broker. Pet Jan 24. Bristol, Feb 14. Sols 
Staffordshire, Cordwainer. Pet Jan 28. Cheadle, 
Lincolnshire, Cabinet Maker. Pét Feb 3. 


Brown & Son, Lincoln. 
, Widow, Farmer. Pet Jan 


Kilbride, ey Soe Bradford, Fruiterer. Pet Jan 30. Bradford, 
Feb 28. - ‘ F 
Law, William, Birmingham, Brewer. Pet Feb !. Birmingham, Feb 17. 
, Birm: 


Sol ingham. 
Leach, Peter, Ansford, Somersetshire, formerly a Clerk of the Great 
Western Railway Company. Pet Jan 31. Wincanton, Feb 14. Sot 


Wincan 
, Thomas, Club-st, Bamber Bridge, Walton-le-Dale, Lancashire, 
. Jdani4. Preston, Feb 15. Sol Darley, Preston. 
Long, George, 15 Lower-st, Deal, Shoemaker. Jan 20, Maidstone, Feb) 5. 
Sol Emmerson, Sandwich, : 


Matthews, William Rist, lirategines, Boots Boot ant 5 Shoe Maker. Pet Feb 1. | 


Birmingham, Fob 21. Suckling, Bi 
se Hnddersfeld. 1 Pet. Jan 28, Huddersfield, | 


20, ‘Sol Dransfield, . 








| Mumford, Thomas, Tamé Bridge, West Bromwich, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Pet. Walsall, Feb 17. Sol Duignan, Walsall. 

Myers, Joseph, 4 Cumberland-pl, Oid Kent-rd, Surrey, Furniture Dealer. 
Pet Jan 30. London, Feb 19. Solomon, Finsbury-pl. 


Store Dealer. Pet Jan 31. London, Feb 25. Sols Elcum & 
13 Bedford -row 
dener, Pet Jan31. Rochester, Feb 18. Sol Morgan, Maidstone. 
nae, Nathaniel Derry, Hereford, Corn Merchant. Pet Jan 29. Bits 
ouwen, Wiliam, Masbrough, near Roth 
Rotherham, Feb 21. Sol Benney, Sheffield. e 
Jan 31. Manchester, Feb 27. Sol Stiles, Mi ester. 
Phillips, William, Paul’s-row, Truro, Mine Broker, Pet Jan 29. Truro, 
Philpot, Thomas, Shrewsbury, Innkeeper. 
Feb 17. Sols Edwards, Shrewsbury, and James & Knight, Birmingham. 
, Framli London, 
Taylor, & Moseley, 9 Old Jewry-chambers, for 
Moseley & Mower, © 
lames J 
lane, Westbromwich, Stock-taker at Ironworks. 
Pyéfinch, Joseph West, 25 East-st. Walworth, Surrey, C nonger. 
London, "Feb 25. Sol Beard, Basinghall-st. 
Ampthill, Feb 17, Sol Stinson, 
Charles, 1i Black Prince-row, Walworth-rd, Surrey, Oilman, 


en PR London, 
jouth, a Pet Jan 30 


Fi 
Shepherd, 
eb 19. 


Newman, George Arthur, 6 Mariborough-rd, Chelsea, Middlesex, Marine 
Noakes, Henty, R Roe Buck-lane, St. Margaret’s, Rochester, Market Gar- 
Feb 17. Sol Suckling, Fhe egy 
ham, Carpenter. Pét Jan 93. 
Pearson, Edmund, 70 Edward-st, pegs eee Commission Agent. 
Feb 12.. Sol Marshall. 
Pet Jan 22. Birmingham, 
Pipe, » Suffolk, Butcher. Pet Jan 3t. 
eb 18. Sols yg es 
ordan, Green-lane, Walsali, Slater, Pet. Walsall, Feb 17. 
William, Spon- 
30, . Oldbury, Feb 18. Sol Shak: Oldbury 
Treephihua. 157 Soholefield-st, peas ane 
an Jan 30. Birmingham, March 21 ‘owell, 

Richardson, James, Cranfield, Bedfordshire, Baker. Pet Jan 30. 
Pet Feb 1. London, Feb 25. Sol Earle, 29 Bedford-row. 

Roberts, William, Naughton, Suffolk, Whelwright. 

Feb 20. Sols & Gethiing, 7 I 

Robinson, Thomas, Main-st, Cockermouth, 
Cockermouth, Feb 15. Sol Hayton, Cockerm 

Rowley, George; 8 Shaftesbury: st, New worden. Islington, Middlesex, 
Oil and Colourman, Pet Jan 30, London, Feb 14; Sol Layton; fami 
9 Church-row, Upper-st, Islington. 

Salvago, Pantaleone Constantine, 31 Broad-st, London, and 
Merchant. Pet Feb 1. London, Feb 19. Sols Crowder, Maynard, 
Co., Coleman-st. ‘iate 

Sansan, James, Newark-upon-Trent, Coal Dealer. Pet Febl. Newark, 
Feb 21. Sol Ashley, Newark-upon-Trent. z 

Selby, William, Melton Mowbray, Tailor. Pet Jan 3t. Melton Mowbray; 
Feb 17. Sol Latham, Melton Mowbray. 

Sharples, William Henry, Commercial-chambers; Ridings-ct, Manchester, 
Yarn Agent. Pet Feb i. Manchester, Feb 15. Sol Richardson, Man- 
chester. 

Shaw, John, Spittlegate, Grantham, Fellmonger. Pet Jan 29. Grantham, 

eb 11, Sol Malin, tag oe 
William, Berry Edge, Durham, Builder. Jan 15. Durhathj 

Skelton, Daniel, Oldbury-green, Oldbury, Woreestershire, Fishmonger. 
Pet Jan 31. "Oldbury, Feb 18. Sol Shakespeare, Oldbur. 

Simm, Isiac, Fairfield View, Edge-lane, near Liverpool, Coal Merchant. 
Pet Feb 1. Liverpool. Sol Anderson & Cottens, Liverpool. 

Simmons, William, Higham Ferrers, Northamptonshire, Butcher. Pet 
Jan 30, Northam ton, Feb 13, Sol White, Northam: 

Slater; Jatnes, 25 Brownlow-rd, Queen’s-rd, Dalston, Middlesex, Wate- 
houseman. Pet Jan 29. London, Feb 14 Sol Silvester, 18, Gt: Dover-st: 

Smith, Robert, sen., 72 College-st, Camden Town, Middlesex, Batider; 
Pet Jan 31. London, Feb 20. Sols Fenton & Son, Bevois-ct, Basing- 
hall-st. 

Stammers, Henry Hammond, 201 Strand, Middlesex, Tailor. Pet Jan at 
London, Feb 20. Sols Harrison & Lewis, 6 Uld Jewry. 

Stone, Walter John, Mostyn-st, Llandudno, Camatvoaititte: Pet Feb t. 
Liverpool. Sol Thornley. 

Stratton, John George, 29 Haberdasher-st, Hoxton, Middlesex, Mining 
Agent. PetJan 30. London, Feb 18. Sol Phipps, 20 Coleman-st. 

Swainston, Edward, Darlington, Bailder. Pet Jan 30. je-upon- 
Tyne, Feb 14. Sol Story, Newcastie-upon-Tyne. 

Thomas, Henry, Arundel-court Farm, Pipe and Lyde, Hereford, F; 

Pet Feb 3, jifmingham, Feb 17. Sols Garrold, Hereford, and W. 
Birmingham. 

Tomkins, William Henry, Rushall-st; Walsall, Printer. Pet Jan 30. Bir- 
mingham, Feb 14. Sol Glover, Walsall. : 

yan 39. Salfo rd Fo 3 tam, Manchester. remap 
Jan fo e 0) a ne! 

Unsworth, Peust, 4 6 Borotigh-st, Pendleton, Lancashire, Hairdresser. 

Sditore, Fe 15. ib. Sot Ps Manchester. 
liam Jones, Easton, Wells Licensed Vie- 
Wells, Feb 14. $61 Reed, 

Walker, Thomas, Fenton,-Staffordshire, Butty Collier. Pet Jan 30. 
Stoke-upon-Trent, Feb 15. Sol Litchfield. 

Walton, Thomas James, 30 a ‘St Hel , Se. Helos, — 
Shipping Agent. Pet Jaén 31, 18, 

104 Jronmonger-lane. 
William, 26 Bonverie-st, Fleet-st, London, Bookbinder. it 
Jan 30. London; Feb 20, Sel Hope, 9 Ely-pl, Hi 

White, John, 2 Cheltenham-cottages, Wills-st, eases s-lane, Aston, War- 
Seen Accountant Clerk. Pet Jan 31. Birmingham, March 91, 
Sol # 

Whiteman, William, 27 Churton-st, Pimlico, Middlesex, Builder. Pet Feb 
1. London, Feb 14. Sol Kent, Cannon-st. 

Wilson, Edward, 2 Kirby-st, Poplar New Town, Middlesex, Ginger Beer 
Manufacturer, Pet Jan 28. London, Feb 20. Sot Biggendea, Ware 
brook. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Jan. 31, 1862. 


| Fry, Thomas Felstead, | Percy-villas, Wells-st, Hackney, Middlesex, Clerk 


Docks. Jan 28, 
Tugspay, Feb. 4, 1862. 


Haworth, Jeles, Stone Fold Mil!, near Haslingden, Lancashire, Cotton 
Spinner. Jan 30. 
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TYLER AND COMPANY, 
(Late Goopcnap, TruEs, & Co.) 
ACCOUNTANTS, 
13,GRESHAM STREET, E.C. 

During a practice of twenty years, T. & Co. have had great experience 
in winding up Joint Stock Companies in Chancery; the investigation of 
intricate and disputed accounts ; the liquidation of estates under deeds of 
inspection, assignment, and composition ; ; and the audit of the accounts of 
public companies. 

The management of estates under the New Bankruptcy Act under- 
taken. Terms moderate. 


NITED KINGDOM LIFE ASSURANCE 


MPANY, 

No. 8, WATERLOO PLACE PALL MALL, LONDON, S.W. 
The Hon. FRANCIS SCOTT, Caatrman. 
CHARLES BERWICK CURTIS, Esq., DeruTy CHAIRMAN. 
Fourth Division of Profits. 

SPECIAL NOTICE.—Parties desirous of participating in the fourth 
division of profits to be declared on policies effected prior to the 31st of 
December, 1861, should make immediate application. There have already 
been three divisions of profits, and the bonuses divided have averaged 
nearly 2 per cent. per annum on the sums assured, or from 30 to 100 per 
cent. on the premiums paid, without the risk of co-partnership. 

To show more clearly what these bonuses amount to, the three follow- 
ing cases are given as examples: 

Amount payable 


Bonuses added. up to Dec., 1854, 
£1,987 10 £6,987 10 
379 10 1,397 10 
39 «+15 139 15 

Notwithstanding these large additions, the premiums are on the lowest 
scale compatible with security ; in addition to which advantages, one-half 
of the premiums may, if desired, for the term of five years, remain unpaid 
at 5 per cent. interest, without security or deposit of the policy. 

The assets of the Company at the 3lst December, 1860, amounted to 
£730,665 7s. 10d., ting of which had been invested in Government and other 
approved securi 

No charge for Volunteer Military Corps while serving in the United 
Kingdom 





Policy stamps paid by the office, 
For epoca, &c., apply to the Resident Director, No. 8, Waterloo- 


“— By order, E. L. BOYD, Resident Director. 





SOUTHAMPTON-BUILDINGS, No. 11. 


R. W. F. HAMMOND has to LET this onion 
PROFESSIONAL RESIDENCE, now just completing, being pu 
into a thorough state of repair, with improvements, to be let toa ait. 
citor’s firm or in separate flats for chambers. 
Auction and Estate Agency Offices, 3, Carey-street, 
inn-gateway, W.C. 


(yess LOAF CHEESE, 64d., 7$d., and 8}d. 
per Ib. 

Ripe Stilton, 7d. to 1s. per Ib. 

Small Dantzic Tongues, 3s. 6d. per half dozen. 

Prime Ox ditto, 2s. 3d. each, or three for Gs. 6d. 

Osborne’s Peat-smoked Breakfast Bacon is now in excellent cure, and 
Butters in perfection, at reasonable rates; other firsteclass Provisions 
equally moderate ; packages gratis. 

OSBORNE’S CHEESE WAREHOUSE, 
Osborne House, 30, Ludgate-hill, near St. Paul’s, E.C. 


GLENFIELD PATENT STARCH, 
USED IN THE ROYAL LAUNDRY. 
LADIES are respectfully informed that this Srarca is 
EXCLUSIVELY USED IN THE ROYAL LAUNDRY. 
And Her Masesry’s Launpress says, that although she has tried 
WaeatTen, RICE, AND OTHER PowDER STARCHES, 
she has found none of them equal to the GLENFIELD, which is 
THE FINEST STARCH SHE EVER USED. 


opposite Lincoln’s- 








WHEN YOU ASK FOR 
GLENFIELD PATENT STARCH, 
See that you get it, as inferior kinds are often substituted. 
WOTHERSPOON & Co., Guascow anp Lonpon, 


IR W. BURNETT, Director-General of the Medical 
oye = of the Navy, recommended BORWICK’S BAKING 
yn to every other, for the use of her moe 's Navy, 

comm it was more wholesome—more effective—would ki: 





everywhere in ld., 2d., 4d., and 6d, packets; and Is., 2s, 6d., and 5s. 


When you ask for Borwick’s Baking Powder, see that you get it, as 
—— have sate of shopkeepers ye worthless articles, 


from inferior they are realiz- 
eee iee tate ae 





bili 





OHN GOSNELL & CO., PERFUMERS ro raz 
QUEEN, beg to recommend the following Fashionable and ee owttel 
Articles for the TOILET to the especial notice of all purchasers of 
PERFUMERY. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s JOCKEY CLUB PERFUME, in universal re- 
quest as the most admired perfume for the handkerchief, price 2s. 6d, 

John Gosnell & Co.’s LA NOBLESSE PERFUME—a most delicate per 
fume of exquisite fragrance. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s GARIBALDI BOUQUET—a most choice and. 
fashionable perfume. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s RUSSIAN LEATHER PERFUME—a very fashion~. 
able and agreeable perfume. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s BALL-ROOM COMPANION or FOUNTAIN PER.. 
FUMES. Elegant Novelties, in the form of Portable Handkerchief Per- 
fumes in a neat case, which emits on pressure a jet of most refreshing 
perfume. Price Is. and Is, 6d. each. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s LA NOBLESSE POMADE—elegantly perfu 
and highly recommended for beautifying and promoting the growth 

Hair. 


John Gosnell & Co.’s GOLDEN OIL—Moé#lline—Macassar Oil—Bears’ 

rease, &c., for the Hair. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s CHERRY TOOTH PASTE is greatly superior to 
any Tocth Powder, gives the Teeth a pearl-like whiteness, protects the 
enamel frem decay, and imparts a pleasing fragrance to the breath. 

John Gosnell & Co.’s AMBROSIAL SHAVING CORAM, ¥ 1s. and Is. ee 
in pots ; also, in compressible tubes, for the convenience of persons tra- 
velling, price 1s, 

John Gosnell and Co.’s INSTANTANEOUS HAIR DYE—The only 
Hair a. h.. which produces a good natural colour with perfect certainty, 
and with the least possible trouble. 

Manufactory, 12, Three King-court, Lombard-street, London. 


AMPTULICON OR ELASTIC FLOOR CLOTH, 
as made by GOUGH & BOYCE, the Original Patentees, and laid ex- 
clusively by e at the Houses of Pestiament, | and numerous other 
Public Offices. It is especially for C Mansions, Public 
ae ee Passages, being ‘clean, warm, noiseless, dry, and ec0- 








GOUGH & BOYCE, 12, Bush-lane, Cannon-street, London. Forwarded 
to all parts of the Country. 


bag a CORK FLOOR CLOTH, or KAMP- 
TULICON, COCOA NUT MATTING, and DOOR MATS. Best 
quality and moderate prices. 

T. TRELOAR, Manufacturer, 42, Ludgate-hill, London. 


AMPTULICON or PATENT INDIA-RUBBER 
AND CORK FLOORCLOTH. Warm, noiseless, and impervious 

S ce as supplied to the Houses of Parliament, British Museum, 
ndsor Castle, Buckingham Palace, and numerous public and private 


“¥. G. TRESTRAIL & Co., 19 & 20, Walbrook, London, E.C, 
Manufactory—South London Works, Lambeth. 


OAL.— The GUINEA COAL COMPANY’S 

WALLLENDS all the yearround, can only be obtained by address- 

ing to the puma, _ JAMES JEN. NINGS, 7, York-road, King’s-crosq 
Station, N. Coke, 15: 


A LBION SNELL, Watchmaker and Jeweller, has 
removed to his New Premises, 114, High Holborn, seven doora 
solicits an inspection of his 














east of King-street, where he respectfully new 


and well-selected s 


WONDERFUL LIGHT.—The most brilliant 

and economical artificial light known is obtained from the STELLA 

LAMP. No smoke! No smoke! No danger! During 12 consecutive houra 
the cost from one penny. The secret of success arises from 

bustion. If you do not use gas, by all means put away candles, and 

- the STELLA LAMP, Price 1s, 3d. to 3 guineas; office lamps from 

Ss. 


Depot, No 11, Oxford-street, adjoining the Star Brewery. 








60,000 DEATHS OCCUR EVERY YEAR IN aaa AND. WALES 
BY CONSUMPTION ALON 


—— COD LIVER OIL “ti been proved, 
at the meme for Consumption, Brompton, London, Ms be the 
to a specific yet found for this tal disease. The pulse 
istoweredy fa more gone diet A be hang as Ot oe health 
ere unmistakeably proved. Royal Chirurgica 
« Bin ony Vol. - 1859; Lancet, July 9, 1859; Pharma 
ceutical Journal, August 1, , &e. 
Prepared only by G. + » Sole Licensee, 21, Moorfields, 
London. Sold in 28. 64., 4s. 94., and 98. Bottles, by ail Drngelets 


OLLOWAY’S OINTMENT AND PILLS.— 
{lkes wars Geely tt pretty ae 
cS Sane « permanently remo ne Seeks 
for 





tment and Pills, Mrs. Jackson, of 17, 
street, Derby, records the case of her wrist, which had been 
years most rargicl asta by a scrofulous ulcer for which she 
ances, tr in vain, Bad legs, varicosed veins, 
poling ory soon yield to the judicious use o 
pa 
pe FO * 








